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PROCEEDI NGS
(6:11 p.m)
MR MIDRE: All right. W have a good crowd here
tonight. | want to thank everyone for coming. M nane is

John Mudre, and I'mw th the Federal Regul atory Energy

Comm ssion. I'mon the staff of the Comm ssion. Wth nme up
here tonight are Frankie G een and Brian Mattax. And
they're on the Comm ssion's support contractor for preparing
our environmental documents. And they hel ped us prepare the
Draft Environnental [|npact Statenent.

The purpose of tonight's neeting is to get your
comments on the Draft EIS and to tell you how you could al so
provi de us comments in witing. W're going to have a few
added surprises along the way, | think, too.

But | want to start out by just telling you a
little bit about the Federal Regul atory Energy Comm ssion
and what we do and kind of how we do it. So we'll| start
with that.

The FERC i s an independent agency, independent
federal agency, that regulates el ectric power, natural gas,
oi | pipelines, and the hydroelectric industry. The
Comm ssion is conposed of five Conm ssioners that are
appoi nted by the President and confirmed by the Senate. And
t he President designates the Chairman of the Conm ssion.

Li ke | said, the Comm ssion adni nisters the
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nonf ederal hydropower projects, not the Corps of Engineers
or BOF projects, but just the nonfederal projects.

The part of FERC that deals with the
hydroel ectric industry is conposed of three divisions. W
have the one group that issues |icenses and relicenses the
projects. And that's the group that |I'min.

We al so have the Hydropower Conpliance and
Adm ni stration Goup. And what they do is, after a |icense
is issued, they sort of track the project and make sure that
the licensee is doing everything that the |icense says that
they need to do. If they want to anend the |icense, they
are the people that do |icense anendnents. They're the ones
that review the plans and reports that are done pursuant to
a license once its issued.

W al so have a very active Dam Safety and
| nspection Program Some of you may know that we required
the strengthening of two of this project's dans back in,
t hi nk, 1996 and 1997 for seismc renedi ati on because PG&E' s
studi es show that they would -- at |east one of them
woul dn't survive the maxi mum credi bl e eart hquake. So
t hey' ve been fixed and they're in good shape at this point.
But they're continually inspected and, if they need
sonmething, it gets done.

Qur main office is in Washington, D.C. And we

have five regional offices. The San Franci sco Regi onal
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O fice has oversight for the Upper North Fork Feather River
Proj ect.

Again, we issue licenses for hydropower projects.
And under the Federal Power Act we have the authority to
i ssue licenses for terns of between 30 and 50 years. The
| icensed projects nust serve the public interest. W don't
just consider electric generation, but we need to consider a
broad range of resource issues, including recreation,
cultural resources, all sorts of thing. W have to bal ance
the pluses and m nuses of different proposals.

|"mjust going to give a brief overview of the
licensing process so that you can kind of get a feel for
where we are in this case. It starts out when an applicant
files a license application. Once that conmes in, we look it
over and meke sure it's adequate, that all the parts are
there that need to be there. |If they're not, we ask for the
additional information that we need.

Once we have all the information we need, we
begi n our environnental review process which, in nbost cases,
is the preparation of an environnmental inpact statenent. W
do draft EISs, which we send out for comments. And then
based on the comments, we make changes to and then issue a
FEI S.

The Conmi ssion uses the EIS to deci de whet her and

under what conditions to issue a license for the project.
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Once the Conmi ssion issues a |license, the applicant nust
deci de whether or not they want to accept it. And once the
license is accepted and in force, they can be anended or
changed after that by filing an amendnent application or
t hrough sonet hi ng known as a reopener process. So there are
ways of changing what's in a license after it's issued.
Fortunately or unfortunately, depending on your
point of view, we're not the only agency that says what
could be in a license. There are other agencies who have
the ability to place conditions on a license and the
Comm ssion has no discretion to change those conditions.
Exanpl es woul d be Forest Service 4(E) conditions
that -- it's sort of for the protection of Forest Service
| ands. Another is the Departnent of Interior and the
Nat i onal Fishery Service can prescribe fish passage
facilities. And if they do that, we have to require it.
Anot her big one is the State Water Resources
Control Board has to issue a water quality certificate
before we can issue a hydropower |icense. And they have
conditions to their water quality certificates. And we have
to include those conditions in the new |icense.
| deal |y, these recommendati ons and nandatory
conditions are considered in our environnental inpact
statenent, but sonetines they' re not because, oftentines,

particularly with the water quality certificates fromthe
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State Water Resources Control Board, we don't -- they like
to | ook at our docunents before they put their conditions
together. And sonetines they have to do their own anal yses,
because issuing a water quality certificate is a

di scretionary act by a state agency. They have

responsi bilities under the California Environnental Quality
Act, and they may have to do an EIR, environnental inpact

st at enent .

So we don't always -- everything that's going to
be in the license is not necessarily analyzed in our final
ElIS. If sonething does pop up that looks like it's going to
have a good potential to have major unexpected inpacts, we
can do the supplenments to our EIS, or sonething like that,
to take that into account.

Scott, can you go back one?

Now t hese mandatory conditions, as | said, we
can't change them However, nost of them can be appealed in
either the courts or the different agencies have an appeal
process that can be gone through if soneone wants to appeal
one of these mandatory conditions.

kay. This is probably why nost of you are here
tonight. And | wanted to say a few things about the thernmnal
curtain, or what's come to be known as the thermal curtain.

As background, in the relicensing of the Rock

Creek-Cresta Project, which is down the Feather River a bit,
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PG&XE agreed to study and to potentially inplenment nmeasures
to provide cooler water to the Rock Creek and Cresta reaches
of the North Fork Feather River.

In its licensing order, the Conm ssion said:
Well, you can agree to do that in your Settlenment Agreenent,
but we're not going to include it in the Rock Creek-Cresta
| i cense, because sone of the neasures that they were talking
about, such as the nodification of the Prattville Intake,
af fect another FERC project. So the Comm ssion didn't
include that in the Rock Creek-Cresta |license. They had to
do sonething to the Prattville Intake.

In fact, what the Comm ssion said was that any
nodi fications to the Upper North Fork Feather River Project
nmust be considered in the context of that project. Now that
could occur either in this relicensing process, or it could
occur after a license is issued as a |icense anendnent
pr oceedi ng.

| think the main thing or a very inportant thing
to consider is that as of this tinme we have received no
proposal from PGE to nodify the Prattville Intake. Ckay.
| f and when we receive that proposal to nodify the Upper
North Fork Feather River Project facility, the operation,
what we woul d do would be to issue a public notice that
we' ve received this proposal and | ater request public

comments on that proposal.
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We woul d then conduct an independent
environnmental analysis to |look at the pluses and m nuses of
t he proposal and then decide whether or not this is
sonet hing that shoul d be approved and becone part of the
license. And that's it for the introductory material that |
wanted to provide.

What we're going to do right now, Frankie is
going to briefly go through a presentation that tal ks about
froma little different perspective the |licensing proceedi ng
here, how we got to this point, talk a little bit about the
DEIS. And at this point I"'mgoing to turn it over to
Franki e.

M5. GREEN. Thank you, John.

As John nentioned, we're here to tal k about the
Draft Environnental |npact Statenment for the Upper North
Fork Feather River Project. This is just a brief agenda.

We have al ready done introductions. W're going to talk a
little bit -- | guess John has already tal ked about the
purpose of the neeting. | want to talk a little bit about
the history of this proceeding, how we got to this point
where the Draft EI'S has been issued, the basis for our
analysis in this DEI'S, and our conclusions, and what happens
next, what's next in the Draft EIS process.

So the purpose of our neeting tonight is to

receive oral and witten comments and recommendati ons from
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those of you in the public, as well as agencies and ot her
nongover nnental organi zations on the Draft EIS. So how did
we get here?

Here are sone key mlestones in the process of
the Upper North Fork Feather River Project Relicensing. On
Cct ober 23rd, 2002, P&E filed their application to
relicense this project. On Decenber 26, 2002, FERC issued
the notice accepting the application and al so asked for any
notions to intervene or protest.

On April 25th, 2003, FERC issued Scoping Docunent
1 toidentify issues and alternatives that woul d be
considered in this Draft EIS. At that tine, sone of you may
remenber, we had a neeting in May. On May 20th and 21st we
had a site visit and scoping neetings to talk about what we
woul d be anal yzing in the EIS.

After | ooking at everything we had on the record
and | ooking at coments that came in, on June 23rd, 2003,
FERC i ssued an additional information request. W decided
there were sonme things that we needed to hear about and know
about in order to do a nore thorough analysis. And in the
sumer of 2003, PGE provided that information that we
request ed.

However, in August of 2003 FERC i ssued Scopi ng
Docunent 2, which addressed the comments on Scopi ng Docunent

1. On August 25th, 2003, after all the responses to the

11
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addi tional information had conme in, FERC issued their Ready
for Environnmental Analysis Notice, nmeaning we had everything
we needed; we were going to go forward with this Draft EIS.

On March 5th, 2004, P&E filed the Draft Project
2105 Relicensing Settlenent Agreenment. W had heard about
t hat when we were out here for our scoping neetings that
there were coll aborative di scussions taking place and we
were pleased to see sonething come in so that we were not
just operating in a vacuum W were very interested in what
the Col | aborative Group had to say.

And on April 30th, 2004, P&E actually filed the
signed Final Project 2105 Relicensing Settlenment Agreenent.
P&E al so nade it clear at that tinme that there were certain
i ssues that had not been addressed in that Settlenent
Agreenent, including water tenperature.

On Septenber 7th of this year, PGE withdrew its
request for Water Quality Certification. As | nentioned
earlier, that in order to license a project we have to see a
water quality certificate fromthe state indicating that the
project is in conpliance with the C ean Water Act.

And the application for a water quality
certification is only good for one year. So PGXE wi thdrew
that application and refiled it, and that started the
one-year clock for the State Water Resources Control Board

to take action.
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On Septenber 13th of this year, the Draft EI S was
i ssued. On Septenber 14th, right after this Draft EI S went
out, FERC requested a Biological Opinion fromthe U S. Fish
and Wldlife Service. That has to be done under Section 7
of the Endangered Species Act.

| f any of you have had an opportunity to read the
Draft EI'S, you know there are sonme endangered species that
may be affected by this project.

Sept enber 15th, FERC i ssued the public notice of
the Settlenment Agreenent that had been filed by P&E in
April and requested comrents on that Settlenment Agreenent.
And al so on that day FERC sent a letter to the U S.
Department of Interior to resolve potential inconsistencies
with Section 10(J) of the Federal Power Act.

And then today we're here for the public neetings
on the Draft EIS today. And then tonorrow afternoon we'l|l
be neeting in Chico.

So | want to talk a little bit about the basis of
our analysis and our conclusions in the Draft EIS.

The National Environnental Policy Act or NEPA
requi res FERC to conduct an i ndependent anal ysis of
envi ronnmental issues. Qur analysis considered the water
quality, fish and wildlife, recreation, and other
nondevel oprmental values. Cultural resources and

soci oeconom cs were al so considered in our Draft EIS of the



© 00 N o o b~ w N P

NN NN NN R R R R R R R R R R
o a0 A W N B O © 0O N O 0o M W N B O

17111

FI ELD

wat erway equally with electric energy and ot her
devel opnment al val ues.

Strong consi deration was given to the protection,
mtigation, and enhancenent neasures that were included in
the Project 2105 Relicensing Settlenment Agreenent. And our
concl usi ons and reconmmendati ons are included in the Draft
ElI S are based on the public record for this project,
information that we had received throughout that whole
process that | just went through.

There were three alternatives we considered in
this Draft EIS. The first one was the proposed action that
PG&E had filed as part of its license application and al so
in the Settlenment Agreenent.

And then we | ooked at the Staff-Reconmended
Al ternative, which was basically PGE s proposed action with
sone additional staff-recommended environnental neasures,
things we cane up with on our own, based on our analysis.

And we al so | ooked at a No-Action Alternative.
And what that actually means is that the project would
continue as it currently operates; nothing would be changed.
But it doesn't nean the project would go away; it just neans
that it would be as-is, status quo.

So if anybody is interested in seeing the
informati on we | ooked at, what's on the public record for

this project, you can go to FERC online at that address
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right up there, ww.ferc.gov. And using their eLibrary

link, it's pretty self-explanatory if you ever go their

site. Just select general search and enter the docket

nunber. The docket nunmber for this project is P-2105. And
then just follow the instructions on the screen. However,

if you have problens there is a phone nunber that you can

use to get sone assistance.

This is the location of the project. | think
nost of you are very famliar with the project |ocation.

Just a brief overview Lake Al manor is the uppernost
reservoir. Butt Valley Reservoir is belowthat. And then
there's a small forebay down at the Bel den, down at Bel den
And there were five powerhouses involved: Butt Valley
Power house, Caribou Powerhouses 1 and 2, QOak Fl at

Power house, and the Bel den Power house.

So what happens next? Conments on the Draft EIS,
whi ch you're welconme to nake in witing if you don't care to
say anything tonight orally. They are due on Novenber 1st.
Comments on the Settlenent Agreenent are al so due Novenber
1st.

We're expecting to get a 10-day response from
Interior. There were sonme inconsistencies with the Federal
Power Act the way we did their reconmendati ons. Those are
due fromthem on Novenber 1st. W hope to resolve all these

10(j) issues by Decenber of this year. The Bi ol ogi cal
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Opinion fromthe Fish and Wldlife Service is due January
31st, 2005. |If everything happens like we say or |ike we
expect it to, we should issue a Final EIS in the spring of
2005, hopefully in March of 2005.

However, we don't when the water quality
certificate will be issued. And as John nentioned, we can't
-- FERC cannot issue a |license without that water quality
certification.

Final 4(E) conditions should be filed by the
Forest Service in the spring, sonetine after the Fina
Environnental |npact Statenent. Once we have a water
quality certificate, as well as the final 4(E) conditions,
the license order will be issued.

If you d like to receive a copy of the Draft EIS,
we do have sone available up here. Unfortunately, we don't
have as many as we'd hoped. Sone things didn't seemto nmake
it inthe mal, but we do have sonme, or you can contact
FERC. There's a phone nunber up there. You can contact
Susan Dupree at FERC, or you may enmil her. And there's no
charge for the Draft EIS. They will send it to you free of
charge, or you may contact John Mudre if you have any
guestions about the relicensing. John's phone nunber is up
t here.

So just nore point. Comments are due on the

Draft EIS no | ater than Novenber 1st, 2004. |If you do
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decide to file witten conments, please nmake sure you put
t he docket nunber at the top of your first page of your
filing. That's Project Nunber 2105-089. That way it gets
filed in the correct public record. And you submt al
comments to the Secretary of the Commission. That's Magalie
Salas. And the address for the Conm ssion is up there.
It's also available in the Draft ElS.

MR. MUDRE: Thank you, Franki e.

| know there was a |lot of information on sone of
t hose slides at the end. The addresses and instructions for
filing cooments on the Draft EI'S and on the Settl enent
Agreenent are contained in the notices that we've issued.
So they're available on our website, or sone people may have
copies. | think what 1'Il also do is nmaybe give Bil
Denni son a copy of this presentation. And then he can get
the information to whoever wants it. And we'll do that,
t 0o.

Yes.

MR. DYOK: Wayne Dyok, consultant. Could |I ask a

guestion regarding that schedule. John, you |last said there

THE REPORTER: Excuse nme. Could you cone to the

MR. DYOK: Ch, I'msorry.
MR MIDRE: Yes. [|'Ill explain sonething about
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the mcs here and a few other issues, maybe, at this point.

We have a court reporter here today who is making
a record of the comments that people give us, so we can nake
sure we accurately get these comments put into the record so
we can use themin this proceeding.

MR. DYOK: Wayne Dyok. Wen do you use that --

MR MIDRE: | was going to get to that.

MR, DYOK: Ch, I'msorry.

MR. MJDRE: He can't hear you, either.

So to do that, she has an array of m crophones
here. Half of themon this table and at that podium those
m crophones are only hooked i nto her machi ne.

The only m crophone we have that anplifies voices
is the one I"'mholding in my hand here. So the questions
and answers are going to be -- I'mgoing to just pass this
back and forth. But when it cones tinme to take coments,
we'll nove this mc down to the podi um here.

When you do give any comments here, what you'l
need to do is provide your nane and maybe spell it, if it's
not apparent to the court reporter so she can nake sure she
gets that into the record properly, too. Speak slowy, or
she' |l | probably raise your hand, or sonething, if you start
speaki ng too fast, because it's inmportant that we record
this and get it right.

MR. DYOK: (Speaking out of range of the
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m cr ophone.)

MR. MUDRE: Are you trying to quiet nme down?

MR, DYOK: No, no. | was just trying to help you.

(Laughter.)

MR. DYOK: M nane is Wayne Dyok, D-y-o-k. I'ma
consultant to Plumas County, and 1'd like to ask a
clarification question.

On the schedule | believe, Frankie, you had
mentioned that the Final EI'S woul d be due around March of
2005, assum ng you can deal with the 10(J), the 4(E), and
t he Bi ol ogi cal Opi ni on.

M5. GREEN.  Yes.

MR. DYOK: If you do not have one but you have

all the other items wapped up, would you -- would the
Cormmi ssion still issue its FEIS in March of 2005?
MR MIDRE: Yes, we will. W don't -- it's not

our practice to wait around until we have a water quality
certificate to finish our environnmental analysis. So it's
not unusual for us to issue our EIS before we get the water
quality certificate. It's unfortunate, but that's the way
it is.

Let's see. | think at this point what m ght be
useful is I"mgoing to ask Tom Jereb of PGE to give
everyone here, including nyself, and Frankie, and Brian an

update on exactly what is the status of what's been referred
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to as the thermal curtain or measures to provide col der

wat er downstreamin the North Fork Feather River.

Again, this was sonmething they agreed to do as
part of Rock Creek-Cresta relicensing. | know they've been
having | ots of neetings and doing studies. W' re not
exactly sure, you know, where they are in the process. So
we'd like to hear. And I'msure that probably there are a
| ot of people that would also like to find out what's going
on with that. So, do you want to cone up here and sit down,

or do you want to talk on the podium \Were do you want to

speak?

MR. JEREB: Wy don't | cone up there.

MR. MJUDRE: You can have ny seat for a while.

MR JEREB: Yes. |'Il sit next to Frankie.

Again, ny nanme is TomJereb. It's spelled
J-e-r-e-b. And I'mwth Pacific Gas and Electric. | nanage
the relicensing projects on the Feather River. | have a

l[ittle slide show here, about a ten-mnute slide show, to
gi ve you an update, John, of what we're doing to | ook out
the feasibility of obtaining cold water on the North Fork of
the Feather River. This is the first time you have seen any
of this, sol'mtrying to be brief and basic.

The background for this, as you nentioned, is
that we've been evaluating the feasibility of obtaining cold

water on the North Fork of the Feather River as a part of
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the relicensing for not only the Upper North Fork Feat her

Ri ver, but the Rock Creek-Cresta Project, and the Poe

Projects, three particular projects on the Feather River.

Currently the North Fork Feather River water
tenperatures are affected by our operations. And water
tenperature has been a nmgjor issue with the resource
agenci es involved in relicensing.

Those agencies include, as you nentioned earlier,
the State Water Resources Control Board, which is a
princi pal -control ling agency because of their 401
certificate issuance; the California State Departnent of
Fish and Gane; the U S. Fish and Wldlife Service; the U S.
Forest Service; the National Park Service; and, lastly, the
Nati onal Marine Fisheries. So those agencies we're involved
with in our Collaborative G oup, which has been ongoi ng for
over two years.

In the last year or so, we've been | ooking at
this water-tenperature i ssue and doing -- we've had nany
nmeetings on that. As you nentioned earlier, the principal
driver of this is our Rock Creek-Cresta recently-issued FERC
license. Also included we have a Settl enent Agreenent for
t he Rock Creek-Cresta Project which was signed in the year
2000.

In that Rock Creek-Cresta license, there's a

condition within that that we're ordered to reasonably
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protect the cold water fish habitat by maintaining a

20-degree Centigrade, Celsius, or less in the Rock Creek and
Cresta reaches to the extent that the |icensee can

reasonably control such nmeasures. So this is the goal that
we're trying to achieve and | ook at as how to achi eve that.

MR. MUDRE: John Mudre here. Al right. Could
you back up one slide, Scott? Ckay.

Now is that a license condition, or are you
tal king about a condition of the Settlenent Agreenent?

MR JEREB: |It's a license condition. This is in
the --

M5. GREEN: |Is that license condition, is that
reflected in the water quality certification, as well, or is
that sonmething that was just given to you by FERC?

MR. JEREB: It was sonething that was given to us
by FERC. There is no water quality certification on the
Rock Creek-Cresta because of a one-year expiration date,
whi ch the Water Board failed to neet.

MR. MJUDRE: Yes, that's correct.

MR JEREB: There is no certificate on that.

So this is what our license for the Rock
Creek-Cresta Project requires us to do.

In the Settl enent Agreement that acconpani ed that
license we agreed to look at the Prattville Intake and | ook

at any kind of neasures that we could do to try and attenpt
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to get colder water fromdownstream And we' ve done that.

And we have seven different studies that have been done.

And those results -- and you have not seen any of those.

Qur Col | aborative Goup is reviewi ng those and the

information within those.

Let nme tell you a little bit about Lake Al manor,
just a little background for you about it. Here's an old
profile of the |ake. The left-hand |obe here is a shall ow
| obe. The right-hand | obe is a deeper area. The damis
down here on the lower right side down here. CQur intake for
t he power intakes are over here called Prattville. There's
a channel that was dug out in the | ake that goes out this
way to help get water fromthis deeper | obe over here into
this area.

So this is a general configuration of the |ake.
It's a deeper part out in this area, nuch shallower up in
this area.

Next slide, Scott.

How is the water tenperature affected in the
| ake? Fromtop to bottomand fromone |ocation to the next.
Next slide, Scott.

W' ve done water-quality sanpling in the | ake at
t hese various |locations. And the next slide will show the
results of these locations. These are profiles done in each

of those locations in June and July. Wat we see here are
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the | ake -- each of those l|ocations, at each point it's very
honogeneous.

This is how, as we get deeper in the |ake, it
becones col der, and col der, and colder. The thernocline,
which is an area about 30 feet deep, is a subject area that
we' ve been discussing with our Coll aborative G oup, because
it's an area in which the colder-water fish |ike to reside.
It contains cold water and it al so contains dissolved oxygen
enough for themto breathe and live. Next slide, Scott.

This stratification, as any typical |ake, begins

inearly summer. |It's fully devel oped by m d-sumer. And,
finally in the fall, when it cools down, the | ake turns over
and the | ake becones isothermal. Very typical for any |arge

| ake and reservoir.

I n eval uati ng, we have a consultant team nade up
of ourselves, Bechtel, University of lowa, Black and Veatch,
Jones and Stokes, and Tom Payne and Associ ates. Again, as |
said, we've got seven different studies that have been
ongoi ng and are conpl ete.

We' ve eval uated here at Lake Al manor three
various alternatives: A floating curtain alternative; we've
eval uated a subnerged hooded pipe; and | ast we've eval uated
dr edgi ng sonme channel work out in the lake. In that earlier
slide I highlighted, there's a man-made channel out into the

| ake.
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When they built that back in the early 1900s,
they took the material and just put it up on the bank. And
so what it's doing is it's inhibiting some of the cold water
to be able to get to the Prattville Intake.

A mgjor study that we did was done by the
University of lowa. And they did hydraulic nodeling and
nuneri cal nodeling of this area in Lake Al nmanor. Next
slide, Scott.

Here's sone slides of them making this nodel back
at the University of lowa. It's a full-scale nodel
sonmething |like a swimm ng pool about two or three feet deep.
We built the contours of that section of the |ake, plunbed
it with heating and cooling elenents. Next slide, Scott.

And here's what it ended up | ooking like. The
intake's over in this right-hand area over here. And so we
were able to use this nodel with inflow ng water at various
tenperatures to nodel this intake to see if we could,

i ndeed, design sonme kind of structure to get col der water
out of the | ake.

This floating curtain idea, it's not unusual.
This is one that's up here in a lake in California,

Whi skeytown. This is a curtain that would be very simlar
in size to the one that we're evaluating. These are two
slides of it. These are floating steel tanks with the

curtain suspended underneath this that |lays down into the
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| ake. And the object of it is to get colder water going
underneath it.

Qur eval uation, we've |ooked at various
alternatives. Curtain nunber 4 seens to be the nost
efficient curtain. |It's 900 feet out in the |ake and about
700 feet wide. This is the channel going into the | ake.
There's these dikes that | nentioned here. W have a
dredgi ng option of dredging these dikes. There's about
24,000 cubic yards of dredging in one of the alternatives
that we're | ooking at.

This is an aerial shot showing the curtain in
here. This chunk out here is just a void in the arrow.
It's not the peninsula. This shows the curtain overlaid on
this aerial in the intake area. Again, 900 feet out in the
| ake and about 700 feet wide. This land is all owned by
PGE. In perspective you can see the marina just to the
upper side of it. This is the | og boomthat goes out on
t hat marina.

Yes, indeed, this is a large structure out into
the lake and will be visible and have sonme visual inpacts
associated with it. Here's an aerial of the entire | ake and
showing it on here in this area right here.

Now t he nodeling results, the nunerical and
physi cal nodel shows that -- we ask ourselves: Can this

thing be effective? And the answer we cone up with the
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nodel : Yes, it can. W currently have about 21 degrees of

wat er withdrawal in August com ng out of the |ake at those
intakes, that Prattville. The curtain nunber 4 with the

| evees renoved, we can get it down to 16 degrees. These

were the other options that we | ooked at, and you can see

that it's less effective.

So we focused in on this curtain nunber 4 with
the Il evee renobval. Here's a profile within the | ake of
what's going to happen to the lake with this alternative.

On the right hand it shows tenperatures in the |ake. And
we' ve concluded that the | ake surface area woul d warm up
fromzero to one-half degrees Centigrade on an average.

We' ve concluded that the thernocline in this
area, in which the cold-water fish live and reside, would
drop anywhere fromzero to ten feet. On the |eft-hand side
over here this is the dissolved oxygen in the |ake. It
| ooks like the dissol ved oxygen woul d increase just
slightly, not too much on the surface. The thernocline
woul d be dropping. And so the dissolved oxygen would foll ow
this sinmulated-web curtain, this solid Iine here.

So there are sone inpacts related to these
proposals that we're looking at. Qur findings to date have
been that there -- of course, as | nentioned, there is
annual stratification of the lake. And this occurs each and

every year.
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In the sumertine the reservoir's physi cal
habitat is confined to this thernocline. This is for cold
water. It's very inportant. W define this cold water,

t her nocl i ne physical habitat for cold-water fish as

di ssol ved oxygen greater than five parts per mllion and
tenperature | ess than 22 degrees Centigrade. So that's
where they live in this w ndow.

We have sone vol unes which we defined within
that. We, as | nentioned earlier, our nodeling -- we have
not changed in any of our nodeling any of the |ake-Ievel
el evations that are prescribed in our Settlement Agreenent
wi th our Collaborative Group. So our nodels run with those
prescripted | ake | evels.

As | nentioned earlier, the thernocline wuld be
| owered fromzero to ten feet. The water surface
tenperature would be increased fromzero to .5 degrees
Centi gr ade.

We' ve had sone concl usi ons about this thernocline
and the surface-water tenperatures. They're within the
normal variation of what the | ake has seen in the |last 33
years' worth of records.

The curtain induces, we believe, insignificant
changes in the cold water physical habitat when conpared to
this natural seasonal variation. It's not to say that they

may be nore frequent, but they may be insignificant. But we
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are discussing that with our Coll aborative G oup of what is
significant and what is not significant.

And, lastly, that downstream we're | ooking at --
of course, we're going to be getting | ower tenperatures
downstream but this water off the bottomor |ower |evels of
Lake Almanor is very low in dissolved oxygen. And when it
conmes out of Butt Valley Powerhouse it'll be lowin
di ssol ved oxygen and actual |y bel ow basi n standards.

And here's a diagramof that down in Butt Valley
Power house. And basin standards is in the seven parts per
mllion where this red is existing. And we're at that now.
And with this Prattville Intake, this dissolved oxygen woul d
get down to the one to two parts per mllion. And fish
don't |ike that.

So we're looking at alternatives at what to do
with this dissol ved oxygen problemthat the curtain would
create.

Lastly, ask yourself: Well, it's cold water. If
we're able to get cold water downstream what will it do
downstrean? These profiles here show the effect of the
curtain downstreamin relation to water tenperature. This
is in a normal August year with a 50-percent exceedence. So
this is just essentially a normal year during nornal
nmet eor ol ogy.

And what you see down -- this is a traverse going
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about 40 mles down river, 50 mles down river. And it

shows you each river of existing -- which is the red line --
and sonme of these proposals that we're | ooking at, these

| ower lines here.

So take, for exanple, down at Rock Creek-Cresta.
Do you renenber this 20 degrees Centigrade as our goal and
objective. Currently in August of a normal year, we're
exceedi ng 20 degrees down there alnost all the tine.

Now this curtain or curtain alternatives will get
us below that. So that's what this chart shows here. This
is the Cresta reach and down on the Poe reach. Next slide,
Scott.

This is an extreme August, 25-percent exceedence.
So this is a drier year and warnmer neteorology. And you see
here existing -- we're up to 22 degrees here. And the
curtain will get us down to about 21 degrees, 20 degrees, in
t hat range.

So these are the end products of sonme of the
studi es that we' ve been currently undergoing and di scussi ng
wi th our Coll aborative G oup.

The next step, we're going to continue with our
2105 Col | aborative G oup, as many nenbers are here tonight.
We're working with our Rock Creek-Cresta Ecol ogi cal Resource
Commttee. That's a part of the Rock Creek-Cresta |icense.

And, lastly, we're working with the Poe Relicensing
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Col | aborative Goup in evaluating the feasibility of al
alternatives to achieving colder water on the North Fork of
t he Feather River.

That's the end of ny presentation, John. And I
wanted to just let you know that. PGE is currently
preparing witten comments that are due at the end of this
nmonth on the Draft EIS, and we'll be providing those to you.
In those we're also going to include -- you asked in the
Draft here for the 2002 and 2003 water-quality sanpling
data. W have that, and we'll be providing that to you

You al so asked for the fish-tissue analysis, and
we'll be having that in our conments.

And, thirdly, we have sone profiles of
water-quality trends in Lake Al manor, which we'll be
provi di ng you al so. So, thank you.

MR MIDRE: Geat. This is John Mudre again.
Thank you, Tom [|'ve got -- don't run away -- just a couple
of questions for you.

| mean what you showed this evening' s focus
mai nly on Lake Al manor, but | guess it's ny understandi ng
that you' re al so | ooking at sone other neasures that could
provi de or help provide col der water downstreamthat nay not
i nvol ve Lake Al manor. Could you just briefly say a few
wor ds about those?

MR. JEREB: Yes. W're |ooking at other
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al ternatives, nonLake Al manor alternatives, to try and
resol ve our cold-water issues. W have six that we're

| ooking at. And they include well water, digging wells and
using well water to cool the river water.

We're | ooking at cooling, nechanically cooling
the water using cooling towers. W're |ooking at piping of
wat er out of the deep end of Lake Oroville. W' re |ooking
at vegetation and managenent for shadi ng purposes. W're
| ooki ng at piping of water out of Yellow Creek into the
Feat her Ri ver, bypassing Rock Creek Reservoir. And, lastly,
we're | ooking at large reservoirs, building |arge
reservoirs, to try and create sone additional water, colder
water, to use for cooling purposes.

So those six alternatives we're evaluating, we're
di scussing themw th our Collaborative Goup and trying to
nove forward with those as alternatives to the Prattville
| nt ake curtain.

MR. MUDRE: Ckay. Thank you for that. And now
have a hard question for you. And it's hard because you are
in a collaborative process and there's, you know, |ots of
good ideas that go around and they need to be studied, but
do you have any feel for when you nay be at the point where
you' ve got a decision and you're thinking, well, even now I
t hi nk, you know, this |ooks |ike what we ought to propose to

FERC and do that or, alternatively, you conclude that none
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of these measures are really going to neet the objective or,
for sone reason, they're not feasible.

|"mjust trying to get some feel, if it's
possi bl e, for when you guys may be w apping up this process.

MR. JEREB: Well, that's a very good questi on.
Wen? And | can tell you what ny thinking of this is. W
have an upcom ng neeting Novenber 4th where we're going to
continue to | ook at m xes of these alternatives. And so |
would -- ny crystal ball says it would take us one to two
months to try and cone to sone kind of conclusion regarding
t hese al ternati ves.

We're al so | ooking at and evaluating with the
Lake Almanor alternative is a high Seneca fl ow rel ease,
| arge flows out of the Canyon Dam which we can get cold
wat er and | ooking at that, blending it with the Cari bou
flows. It does bypass Butt Valley and Cari bou Power houses.

But we're experiencing there the sane situation
that we woul d experience with the curtain. It would be
mning cold water out of the |ake. W can do it rather
effectively with that. And so it would probably have the
sanme inpacts on the | ake and the | ake ecol ogy as the curtain
woul d. So that's another alternative that we're trying to
eval uat e.

MR. MUDRE: Tom this is John Midre again.

That brings up one other question for nme. | know
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you' ve done your tenperature nodeling, and a | ot of things

like that. Have you given any consideration or eval uated

what the effects are on the ecol ogy of Lake Al manor. And

maybe you could just tell us what you've done al ong those

l'i nes.

MR. JEREB: John, the answer to that is yes, we
have the consultants, Tom Payne and Associates, which is a
Cali forni a-based aquatic biology firmlooking at this.

W' ve al so had Jones and Stokes | ooking at this. W have
two reports that are out that discuss the ecology inpacts in
Lake Al manor.

Dr. Tu here, Scott Tu, -- Scott, would you stand
up?

DR TU (Standing up in front row)

MR JEREB: Dr. Tu is P&&E s chief scientist in
the water quality. And he's in charge of the water quality
nmoni t ori ng program and nodel i ng program at PGE. And so
he's with me tonight and coul d answer any questions al so.

MR. MUDRE: And one | ast question. Maybe you
recall, Tom but |I'massum ng that your Collaborative G oup
is going to be looking at the results of all these studies,
bot h whet her you can get the water downstream and you can
get cold water out of Lake Almanor, is it still cold
downstrean? You know, what are the biological inpacts of

doing this, and are you going to consider all that
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information in comng up with your decision?

MR. JEREB: Yes. The answer to that is yes. All
that information is comng forward in the forns of reports.
And our Col | aborative Goup is under discussions with this
information. And a key nmenber of that, of course, is the
State Water Resources Control Board. And they are there and
participating actively in this process.

MR MIDRE: Geat. Very well. Thank you very
much, Tom

kay. 1've got the list here of people that want
to speak? Yes, okay. Thank you for being --

MR WLLHO T: Could | ask a question about the
process before we | eave that?

MR. MUDRE: Thank you for being patient.

MR WLLHOT: M nane is Mke WIllhoit. I'ma
menber of the Plumas County 2105 Commi ttee.

And specifically, John, I'd |like to -- or whoever
could answer this -- ask about the process that you'll
follow fromthis point with the Fish and Wldlife Service.
In the EIS on page 361, and you refer to, in a general way,
you said, "W do not adopt Interior's recomendation to
devel op a water tenperature managenent plan, fund and
construct a nodified Prattville intake, and fund ot her
structure(s) to satisfy appropriate water tenperature

criteria..."

35



© 00 N o o B~ w N P

NN NN NN R R R R R R R R R R
o O A W N B O © 0 N O O M W N B O

17111 36
FI ELD

Now | was curious when | read that, so | went
online and | found their 10(j) recommendati ons on page 20,
21. | found that they did recommend that a thermal curtain
be put in and also found that they did say that the Rock
Creek-Cresta Settlenment and license require -- they agreed
to the curtain, which | found to be a bit disingenuous.

Now ny question is: You said, and | understand
that 10(j) conditions are just that, and they have to be
included in the license. And that's a sinplification,
probably. But my question has to do with where you go from
here in dealing with that specific issue and is the public
precluded fromthat? WIIl there be no hearings? Are we
shut out, as you go through that?

MR MIDRE: |'Il try that one. Thank you.

The 10(j) -- well, what we did -- and the part
that you read in the Draft EIS was that we nade a
prelimnary determ nation that that particular 10(j)
recommendation of theirs was -- basically there wasn't
evi dence to support the need for it at this point, the
substanti al evidence standard.

But the inportant point of it, the 10(j)
recommendation, is that they are not mandatory conditions.
The Conmmi ssion has to give them due deference, but if we
find, if the Conm ssion nakes a determ nation that -- a

reconmendation that's inconsistent with the Federal Power
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Act or any other applicable |aw that we do not have to
i nclude those in the |icense.

So what we do at this point is we sent the letter
to the Fish and Wldlife, Interior, and basically said,
wel |, okay, you know, here are the reconmendati ons you gave
us and we adopted these. W' ve made prelimnary
determ nations that these may be inconsistent with the
Federal Power Act or sone other law and with the inplication
bei ng that, you know, we may not include those in the
l'icense.

So what we try to do nowis talk to them and see
if, well, maybe there is sonething el se that can be done to
achi eve the sane goals but that would be consistent with the
Federal Power Act, or maybe they can show us, you know, that
it's not inconsistent wth the Federal Power Act.

So that part is basically a dial ogue between us
and them although it is done on the record and so people
can see these letters. And in sone cases, if we can't
resolve the issue right away with a letter, sonetinmes we'l|
hold a 10(j) neeting. Those are open to the public. So
you' re not excluded fromthat process.

Agai n, the good news, | guess, from your
standpoint is that, again, these are not strictly mandatory
condi ti ons.

kay. 1've got the sign-in list here. 1t |ooks
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I i ke about, maybe, 12 or 13 people indicated --

MR. DECOTG Wuld you add another? | did not
have an opportunity to sign it.

MR. MJDRE: Ckay.

M5. HAFEN:  Yes, | would want to, too.

MR- MJUDRE: | can understand that. W have two
t hi ngs going here. W do want to get comments on the Draft
ElIS, things that people think we did right; things that we
did wong; things that we overlooked. So we're interested
in hearing specific conments on that.

| know there's a | ot of people here that want to
give us their opinion on the thermal curtain. And based on
t he amount of time we have | eft and the people who want to
speak, we don't mind hearing fromyou tonight on that. | do
want people to understand, though, that from our standpoint
t hese conmments are, in a way, premature because there is no
proposal in front of the Conmm ssion to do anything with
this. But at the sane tinme if | lived here, |1'd probably be
in one of those seats, too, so..

(Laughter.)

MR MJDRE: Nornmally what we do is if there are
any elected officials or representatives of supervisors,
types of people, we'll let themspeak first. And then if
there's soneone -- let's try this. |If there's sonmeone that

just wants to make sonme comments on the Draft EI'S and is not
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particularly interested in hearing about the thernal
curtain, we could et themgive us their coments first and
then they can |l eave. And we can then talk at |ength about
the thermal curtain, if that's what people want to do.

So I think first, though, maybe we'll have the
supervi sor speak. And then if there's soneone that just
wants to tal k about the nonthermal -curtain parts of the
Draft EIS, let themtalk, and then we'll hear everyone el se

who wants to talk.

MR DENNISON: | will be brief. Thank you, John.

I"'mWIIliam N. Dennison, D-e-n-n-i-s-0-n, Plumas County
Supervisor District 3 and al so the Chairman of the 2105
Comm ttee that's been working collaboratively with what's
known as the 2105 Licensing Goup, to keep them separate.

And during these past two years, |'mpleased to
say that we have worked diligently to devel op sonme very
positive things together. And those have been put in the
Settl ement Agreenent, as you noted. And | appreciate the
fact that you' ve accepted nost of themin your Draft
Envi ronnental | npact Statenent.

Wth hours of commttee work, we've been able to
surnount great obstacles. W did it inalittle different
way. We didn't say: | want ny way. W said: Can we live
with it? And that really went a long way with the whol e

group. W even agreed with PGE a couple tines.

39
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(Laughter.)

MR. DENNI SON:  The Lake Al manor 2105 Committee
has not worked in a vacuum These folks, we tried to keep
themup to date as well as constituents. It's been sonewhat
difficult at times when we hold the neetings in Chico, but
we've had the last two of them up here.

You'll find that the conmunity and the Board of
Supervisors takes little issue with nost of what is found in
the Draft Environnental |npact Statenment. That's for the
nost part, other than the thermal curtain. You will find
that the sequence of speakers will primarily be addressing
only those areas where we either find ourselves in
di sagreenent such as a thermal curtain within the EI'S, or
believe that something's m sunderstood, or that there's a
m ssi ng el ement .

There will be some tonight who will want to
reference the DEIS in regard to the thermal curtain because
it is referenced over a dozen tinmes. And it's up there in
front. Even though the curtains are not a specific proposal
inthe Draft EI'S, we will appreciate your consideration of
these statenents that are nmade by these fol ks tonight
because, first, the Prattville Intake nodification was
established as a primary source for water-tenperature
reduction in the Rock Creek-Cresta |license, as you' ve noted,

and whose construction is going to be determned in part on
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t he Ecol ogi cal Resource Conmmittee, which kind of puts these

fol ks out of the loop here for a while until it gets into

CEQA anal ysi s.

Second, the thermal curtains have been the only
t enper at ure-reducti on proposal that's really been
pronmul gated to this point. Yes, we've tal ked about sone
ot hers, but that's been out in front.

And, third, the reason these folks are interested
init is because the ratepayers are going to be the one to
pay for this $53-mllion-and-rising installation. So |I hope
you will listen to these fol ks and understand that sone of
it is out of frustration, but nost of it is out of the fact
that they really are concerned about the | ake.

Now t his | eads every thinking person who has seen
all this in the Draft Environnental |npact Statenent to
believe that since FERC has had this on their radarscope
since 1996 -- you recall that was when it's first noted, and
it was turned down, but it keeps comng up -- there's really
many people who believe that it's being considered very
seriously, even today.

l"mcertain you' Il find no disagreenent from
t hose here today and certainly not fromthe Board of
Supervi sors that the issuance of a new of a new license is
the opportunity to review, the opportunity for enhancenent

of our downriver fisheries and water quality. This is found
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vividly in the Settlenment Agreenent.

However, we're here to say there nust be a
bal ance in how those positive attributes are devel oped and
nost certainly cannot be to the detrinment of the prine
fisheries of Lake Al manor and Butt Reservoir.

As an exanple, that concern | relate to it on
page 323, line 11. This notes the need for various adaptive
managenent plans and nonitoring plans that will be

established, and | quote, "...to evaluate sal nonid and

wakasagi popul ations..." after the approval and construction
of the Prattville Intake nodification.

Now our problemw th that approach is after the
fact. You know, we're | ooking for sound science that wll
tell us we don't have to worry about having to tear this out
because we found later on, with nonitoring, that things went
wWr ong.

Plumas is concerned that the delay of the
relicensing is going to cause a |oss of positive aspects
that we've negotiated in the Settlenment Agreenent, too. And
for that reason it's our intention, working through the
licensing group, to pronote the opportunity to finalize the
license without the thermal curtain and with some assurances
that other alternatives will provide a resolution to the

wat er -t enperature i ssue.

W say it's effective, but we're seeing a | ot of
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data that says, no, it's not going to work. And we want to
make sure that you understand that it's what we're seeing
now in these studies that are com ng out from P&GE and
practical |ake know edge, which you'll be hearing from sone
peopl e here, Al manor Fishing G oup, that know the | ake.

That has led to the resolution that's been passed
by Plumas County Board of Supervisors that |'m providing you
tonight. This states that we will not accept the thernal
curtain, that we will enlist state and federal elected and
appointed officials to assure that no nore noney is wasted
on this study and on the assumed installation of any thernmnal
curtain in either Lake Al manor or Butt Reservoir.

Now this may seema little bit strong and maybe
even a little arrogant, but that is our resolve, the Board
of Supervisors. So we just wanted you to know that as we're
going into that.

On the other hand, | think it's inmportant for you
to know that Plumas County will continue to work with the
Col | aborative G oup. W think that's inportant. W' ve cone
a long way; we want to continue with it to find alternative
solutions to any realistic water-tenperature issue. W
believe that there are alternatives that can help the fish
in the | ower Feather River and elimnate any damage to our
| akes and upper streans.

One that M. Jereb forgot to nmention was

43
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reoperation of the Caribou 1 and 2. W wll also be

studyi ng that.

So I want to thank you for permtting us to
provi de our responses. |'d hope you' d be able to take them
in order. Maybe that won't fit your schedule, but | do have
a list of people that would like to go on in this panel
sequence, if we could. Thank you.

MR MIDRE: All right. Thank you, Bill.

| don't have any problemw th the sequence that
you'd like to see. M point was, though, that -- |I nean if
there is someone here that just wants to nake sone coments
on the DEIS and is not interested in the thermal-curtain
issue, we'll let them have their say, and they can go on
their way. And if there isn't, then we'll just go right to
t he sequence that Bill's laying out.

(Comrent s made by the audi ence out of range of
t he m crophone.)

MR. MJDRE: Ckay. W do have the court reporter,
and if you don't have this mc, she's not going to hear what
you're saying. So let me let this gentleman here speak.

And then | think we'll probably going to turn it over to
Bill's order then.

M5. HAFEN: Excuse ne. | did want to nake a

comrent on the EIS.

MR. MJDRE: Ckay.



© 00 N o o b~ w N P

NN NN NN R R R R R R R R R R
o a0 K~ W N B O © 0O N O 00 M W N B O

17111 45
FI ELD

THE REPORTER: Pl ease conme to a m crophone.

M5. HAFEN. | didn't get on the sign-up sheet.

MR. MUDRE: Ckay. Wiat we'll do, we'll do this

gentl eman here, this lady here, and then -- there's another
one?

You, too?

MR. KELLY: | wanted to ask a question about

sonet hing you said in your --

MR. MUDRE: You have to cone up then. It's a
little harder when we just have the one mc here. And |
appreci ate your bearing with us.

MR. KELLY: M name is Phil Kelly. In your
introductory remarks | believe you said sonething like there
may be sone "surprises along the way."

| wonder if any were forthcomng, that if you
could review them for us as they presented thensel ves?

(Laughter.)

MR MIDRE: Ch, well, | just did that so no one
woul d | eave.

(Laughter.)

MR MIDRE: Okay. So we'll turn to this
gentleman for the first coments.

MR. DECOTG  Good evening. M. Chairman, | thank
you for the opportunity to speak here tonight.

THE REPORTER: Your nane, please.



© 00 N o o B~ w N P

NN NN NN R R R R R R R R R R
o a0 N W N B O © 0o N O 0o M W N B O

17111
FI ELD

MR. DECOTG MW nane is Ron Decoto. That's
spelled D-e-c-o0-t-o0.

THE REPORTER: Thank you.

MR DECOTO I'mhere as a retired California
Department of Fish and Gane, District Fisheries Biologist
for Plumas County with over 32 years of experience.
Twenty-five years of this experience was spent working on
Lake Al manor and Butt Valley Reservoirs. | was also a
District Biologist since 1987 for all the waters in Plunas
County.

Tonight | just would |ike to address ny coments
in response to the Draft Environnental |npact Statenent.
I|"min agreement with many of your statenments in this
docunent, and I'Il attenpt to point out the areas that we
agree with. 1It's kind of the opposite of the way nost

peopl e probably will present this tonight, but due to

limted time, and so forth, 1'd like to stay on these
poi nt s.

Fish and Gane studies that -- before | go into
the actual comrents on the report, I'd like to nmake this one
st at enent .

Fi sh and Gane studies at Lake Al manor and Butt
Val | ey Reservoir over the past 35 years have denonstrated
the inmportance of the lake's thermal structure for

sal nonids' -- that's trout and sal non -- survival
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Springtinme thermal conditions allow the sal nonids
to actively roamthe reservoir with satisfactory water
condi tions, dissolved oxygen, and food, so they're quite
happy during the springtine. This is the tinme that they put
on the nost grow h because of the water conditions and
everything is conducive for that.

But then cones the warmwater in June, July, and
August, the time when the proposed thernmal curtain would be
t aki ng approximately 50 percent of the cold water fromthe
deep | ayers called the hydrotherm|ayer. The sal nonids then
begin to concentrate in distinct areas in the | ake, which
call "thermal refuges.™

These areas consist of inflows of col d-oxygenated
water in the springs and the nmouths of the tributary
streans. The ill effects of this crowding of |arge nunbers
of fish is increased stress into conpetition for these
areas, which will cause disease, conpetition for food, and
even starvation.

As a biologist, I've tried to establish
fish-stocking rates for Lake Al manor based a | ot upon the
size of these thermal refuges. OCbserved nortalities of
adult fish, such as occurred in Big Springs, is a signal
that they have exceeded the | ake's summrer-carrying capacity
in these areas.

So | say this in that these areas are so critica

a7



© 00 N o o B~ w N P

NN NN NN R R R R R R R R R R
o O A~ W N B O © 0 N O o0 M W N B O

17111

FI ELD

in the sunmertinme that a very slight change in condition
either in tenperature, or oxygen, food supply, nunbers of
fish, or whatever, could have a significant inpact upon the
| ake.

Now |I'd to give you sone of these statenents in
your docunent that we are in agreenment with. On page 77 you
say, and | quote: "The conbination of alteration of [the]

t hermal and" di ssol ved oxygen "conditions [at] Lake Al nanor
woul d substantially shift the ability of the reservoir to
support its existing col dwater and warmvater fisheries.™

| agree with you a hundred percent.

On the same page, you say, "Using the col dwater
supply in Lake Al manor and/or shifting operations
of ... Cari bou devel opnents could al so affect the thernal
regime and DO levels in Butt Valley reservoir and coul d" --
let me stress -- "adversely affect the existing trophy
rai nbow trout and brown trout” fisheries "in this
reservoir."

Again, | agree with you.

On page 78, you say, "Modifications and
i npl enentation of the Prattville intake and/or
i npl enentati on of other water tenperature control neasures
is expected to" -- let nme stress -- "substantially alter the
thermal and DO regines in Lake Al manor..."

St udi es have already confirnmed that the rel easing
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of stagnant cold water devoid of oxygen into Butt Valley
Reservoir woul d have a significant inpact on this trophy
fishery.

Due to time -- | don't know how nuch time we
have. Sonebody said | have three mnutes, so | have ny talk
pretty nuch around that area. |If |'ve got nore tineg,
can. ..

MR MIDRE: Well, let's |let everyone have their
say first. And then maybe you could, you know, |ater on
cone back.

MR. DECOTO COkay. |I'd just like to summarize in
case | don't have a chance to close.

| amnot willing to take a chance based on
nodel i ng studi es done in a sw m ng pool --

(Laughter.)

MR. DECOTG -- that the delicate ecol ogical
bal ance in Lake Al manor and Butt Valley will not be, quote,
adversely inpacted with a thermal curtain. And | therefore
ask you to abandon any further consideration of the thernal
curtain. Thank you.

(Appl ause.)

MR. MUDRE: Thank you, Ron.

This gentleman here, and then the |ady back here.
And then Bill's group.

MR. GARRIDO Good evening. M nane is Pau



© 00 N o o B~ w N P

NN NN NN R R R R R R R R R R
o a0 A~ W N B O © 0O N O 00 M W N B O

17111 50
FI ELD
Garrido, Ga-r-r-i-d-o.

"' m here representing the Al nanor Fi shing
Association and its 300 nenbers. | would |like to share our
concern regardi ng the proposed thermal curtain in Lake
Al manor and Butt Valley Reservoir. This project is certain
to have a negative environnental inpact on the health of
Lake Al manor and cause serious damage to Butt Valley
Reservoir and their respective fisheries.

The proposal to renove 50 percent of the cold
wat er from Lake Al manor to decrease the tenperature a few
degrees to enhance the fishery between Bel den and Rock
Creek-Cresta is highly unlikely when you consider the
di stance the water nmust travel through Butt Valley
Reservoir, PGE -- I'msorry -- Butt Valley Reservoirs, P&E
f orebays and power houses.

We believe this approach to correcting the
current problemin the North Fork of the Feather River
shoul d be further explored by PGE before PGE spends
mllions of dollars on the installation of a thermal curtain
on these pristine | akes.

This area of the North Fork of the Feather River
woul d best be served by PGXE expl oring ot her known nethods
of cooling the waters in the river. The Departnent of Fish
and Ganme and P&E coul d al so enhance the river fisheries by

provi di ng new spawni ng beds, fish |adders, additional fish
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pl ants, and enforcenent of current fishing regul ations.
The Al manor Fi shing Association has 15 years of
experience on the effects of warmwater on the 50,000 Eagle

Lake trout raised annually in ten cages at the Hamilton

Br anch.

| need water.

MR. SPEAKER  Col d?

(Laughter.)

MR, GARRI DO Yes.

These trout are raised annually in ten cages at
the Ham | ton Branch. 1In the spring, as the water warns to

55 degrees, the fish begin to show signs of stress. At 58
and 59 degrees, we start seeing warmwater viruses on their
tails and bodies. W then start releasing the Eagle Lake
trout so they may find cooler water. W believe this
stressing of warmwater virus on the fishery could happen in
the fairly-shall ow west shore of Lake Al manor, whose average
depth is less than 25 feet.

| f 50 percent of the cold water is renoved in
early sumrer, the west shore of Lake Al manor woul d quickly
warm driving the fish into deeper, colder spring areas on
each side of the |lake, thus elimnating the enornous food
chain of the west shore. Also greatly affected would be the
many different insect hatches, including the very popul ar

Hex Hat ch.
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Much has been said and witten about this
project, but other than the nodel devel oped at the
University of lowa, using a small-scale replica of Lake
Al manor, no other information about the effects of
cold-water renoval and its environnental effect on a shallow
| ake such as Al manor is known.

At Butt Valley Reservoir not only is the fishery
and the food chain threatened, but no one knows what the
effects of the mass of cold water flow ng through the
reservoir will be on the insects hatches' fishery and the
envi ronnment of that | ake.

And in closing, | say due to the increase in the
| ocal population, tourism fishing, boating pressure on
t hese | akes, we shoul d be thinking about inproving the

envi ronment of Lake Al manor instead of damaging it. Thank

you.
(Appl ause.)
MR. MUDRE: Thank you very rmuch
This lady right here.
M5. HAFEN: | am Jeanni ne Hafen, Ha-f-e-n, with
Roundhouse Council. That's a Native American Fam |y

Resource Center and Education Center in Geenville. And ny
comments on the Draft EIS have to do with the cultura
properties, traditional cultural properties.

There are a long list of PCPs that were eval uated



© 00 N o o b~ w N P

NN NN NN R R R R R R R R R R
o O N~ W N B O © 0 N O 0o M W N B O

17111 53
FI ELD
as no longer inportant and would need only mtigation. And
| don't know where that evaluation cane from but |I know we
have sone objections to that. And that because sone of them
have been destroyed doesn't mean that they still don't have
sonme inportance to the local community. | know that they're
underwat er; they don't have access any nore, but there are
sonme that still -- the possibility that there's access.

And we'd really like to see sone mtigation that
requires PGXE to allow access to certain sites. It doesn't
| eave it -- they can consider or we'd reconmend. So that's
-- 1"l keep those coments short, but that's basically it.

And al so because so nuch tinme has been given to
the Prattville Intake there are ten Mai du groups that have
conme together and done a resolution opposing it, so |I'd like
to submt that for the record. | have six copies.

MR MJDRE: G eat.

M5. HAFEN. WI I that work? Thank you.

(Appl ause.)

MR. MUDRE: Thank you very rmuch

| f you do have, and | know you do, concerns about
specific sites, and things like that, it may be -- | can
suggest you send in nore detailed witten cooments. And
that way we can know, in particular, which sites you do have
concerns with, because there is a long list of them And

that would hel p us sort through and get to your concerns
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better.

kay. Curtain tine.

(Laughter and comments off the record regarding
roomtenperature.)

MR MIDRE: Bill, excuse ne. Are the people that
you are calling, the names that are on this list?

MR. DENNI SON:  Yes. The next one is Russ Lesko.

MR. LESKO Good evening. M nane is Russ Lesko,
and I"'ma recently-retired natural resource professional.
| ast served as the Chief of Natural Resources at Lassen
Vol cani ¢ National Park. And over ny career | have spent
sone tinme, | had the dubi ous honor of spending sone tine in
meetings |ike you folks are. And | realize that you fol ks
on the stage do not wear black hats, that the work you do is
difficult, and | applaud your service. That doesn't mnean
agree with everything that's in the EIS. And | also thank
you for informng me -- | ama nenber of Bill's group, and |
didn't know the nane of that before.

(Laughter.)

MR. LESKO My focus tonight will be on the
vi sual inpacts associated with the Draft EIS. And first |
want to commend the Commi ssion for its sensitivity with
respect to visual aesthetics. And | quote fromthe Draft
El S

"A coordi nated approach to address visual effects
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of the existing facilities and proposed new facilities would
help to protect aesthetic resources within the project area
and help ensure that project facilities would be consi stent
with the applicable LRVP," which | assune is |ong-range
managenent plan. |'mnot sure.

But | sinmply want to bring to your attention to
the proposed project. One is the painting of the netal
siding and roof of the hoist house on the Prattville Intake,
the structure a dark green color, and the planting of trees
to reduce the visual dom nation of PG&E-operated mai ntenance
bui l dings located at the Prattville Intake.

| respectfully suggest to the Conm ssion that
t hese projects, while beneficial, pale in scope to the
visual blight of the Prattville Intake nodification,
ot herwi se know as the thermal curtain.

| call your attention first to this picture which
is -- there it is right there -- of the Wi skeytown thernmal
curtain, which I will submit to you. These netal floats,
simlar in size to |large propane tanks, would, in the case
of Lake Al manor, extend sonme 2600 feet fromthe Prattville
| nt ake.

The perineter of the float systemthat would be
required is depicted in this aerial photograph of the boat
denonstration that took place a few weeks earlier, in which

about 70 boats participated.
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| can't help but wonder how nmany peopl e, whether
they're on the | ake or on the shore, would see past this
revolting, floating boom structure and appreciate the

dar k-green intake (laughter) and the new y-pl ant ed

seedl i ngs.

(Laughter.)

MR LESKO And | would be remi ss not to nention
this eyesore will be placed in front of what is designated

in the Project 2105 Settlement Agreenent as "Marvin
Al exander Beach."

Marvin is a bel oved and respected man who spent
20 years of his |ife defending Lake Al manor water |evels,
water quality, and | ake aesthetics. Marvin passed away | ast
nmont h, but not before adnoni shing PGE, the State Water
Resources Control Board, and other involved agencies that
support for a thermal curtain would be political suicide.

Lastly, | want to point out that the Lake Al nmanor
thermal curtain is only one of three curtains proposed in a
m sgui ded attenpt to lower the tenperature in a short reach
of the Upper North Fork of the Feather River one degree
Cel si us.

This schenme would require two additional curtains
of unknown size in Butt Lake Reservoir. The estimated cost
of this systemis now over $53 nmillion, as we've heard, and

it has increased tenfold froma few years ago. Costs would

56
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be borne by PGE rat epayers.

A 1999 cost benefit anal ysis comm ssi oned by P&E
stated, and | quote, "The Tenperature Modification proposal
does not cone close to justifying its cost, as cal cul ated by
FERC nmethods. At the tinme of this witing, PG&E s estinated
capital costs for the Prattville Intake nodification were $5
mllion."

In summary, the Prattville Intake nodification or
thermal curtain is an egregi ous concept that would mar the
exi sting beautiful view sheds of Lake Al manor and Butt
Val l ey Reservoir, as well as cause substantial ecol ogical
damage to these treasured | akes.

| respectfully suggest the Comm ssion, PG&E, and
State Water Resources Control Board take a step back, give
other alternatives for cooling dowmstreamwaters a fair
assessnment, and devel op a conprehensi ve plan based on
current science for managenent of PGXE facilities in the
Lake Al manor Basin.

| thank the Commi ssion for this opportunity to
express ny concerns.

(Appl ause.)

MR. MUDRE: Thank you very rmuch

MR. DE JONG Good evening. |'mJohn De Jong,
| ocal Realtor up here. M nane is spelled D-e J-0-n-g.

And | just want to address shortly the concerns |

57
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have for the econonmic inpact that it's going to have on our
peopl e here.

In the past 15 years we have been changing froma
tinmber industry to a recreational industry. The tinber
i ndustry is down sonething probably 60 to 70 percent of
where it was. And | think everybody here knows that.

The local residents today are in a service
industry with seasonal recreational activities. Qur
seasonal activities go for about 12 weeks in the sunmertimne.
We depend on the fishernmen and the quality of the water and
the lake quality for two nonths on each side of that 12
weeks. And if we take that away fromthem the businesses
can't survive on 12 weeks' worth of business. They just
won't survive

Sonme of them are struggling now Qur restaurants
are usually in and out. Sone of the other smaller
busi nesses go in and out on a regul ar basis.

The people that canme here and are buying property
up here, | would say 90 percent of them cone up here with
the lake in mnd, not necessarily the golf, the trees, the
ot her parts of the environnent. It's the |ake that brings
t hem here.

The fishing in Lake Al manor extends, l|ike | said,
two nmonths on each side. The draw of Lake Al manor has

al ways been a constant for as long as |I've been com ng up
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here. | started in '72, and | noved up here 15 years ago.
And it's always been the one thing that is constant. The
| unber is going down. A lot of other things are going down.
Because of the way the school systens work today, the season
is getting shorter every year, it seens |like. And it's
tough for the econom c industry to keep going.

To endanger the econony of the whol e Lake Al manor
Basin for unproven benefits for an unknown few seens |ike a
no-brainer to ne. | nmean there isn't a whole lot 40 mles
downstream | know that that's required by P&E, by sone
licensing that they did downstream years back, but | think
that has to be | ooked at al so.

To hold up the license process for this very
guestionabl e project and to hold up sone of the major
i mprovenents of both Lake Al manor recreational access areas
whi ch were being inproved by PGE that could be done right
away seens incredible. | nmean these guys worked for two
years to try to get this thing put together. They've got
sonme very good ideas. And PGE has agreed with themto go
ahead with these projects if they get licensed. |If this
license is held up, nothing gets done. Everything goes on
hol d, and everybody stands still until it happens. [1t'l]
i nprove the econony up here by the work that's done, because
there's projects all the way around the | ake that nost

peopl e don't even know that are going on or that will go on
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once this thing goes through.

Right now there is little or no econony 40 mles
down the river. So what are we inproving? Thank you.

(Appl ause.)

MR. MUDRE: Thank you.

MR. ORANGE: Good evening. Thank you for the
opportunity to speak with you this evening. M nane is Bob
Orange, and | am a Regional Director and state vice
president for the California Fish and Gane Wardens
Associ ation, whom | amrepresenting here tonight.

Thi s organi zati on has proudly represented
California Game Wardens for nearly 80 years. | have been a
Warden for 26 years. M patrol district is right here in
Plumas County. M father has been a retired Warden with 36
years of state service.

A historical fact for your reference that you or
may not know, Gane Wardens are fully sworn state peace
of fi cers and have been protecting California s resources and
enforcing state |aws since 1870. That's 59 years before the
California H ghway Patrol was even created.

Ganme Wardens are al so uni que because we do not
only enforce gane law, we also review and assist in the
preparation of conplex environnmental docunents, which brings
me to the purpose of ny speaking to you here today.

There are currently two Wardens working in Plumas

60
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County. One on the east side of the County in the Portola
area, and | have the west side of the County which
enconpasses all of the Project 2105 area.

As part of ny concern for the resources of ny
patrol area, | have reviewed nuch of the docunentation
regarding the thermal curtain and all of the alternatives
presented so far.

However, it is ny opinion that there are severa
nore practical and effective alternatives that have been
omtted fromthis plan that deserve utnbst serious
consi der at i on.

The purpose of the cold-water curtain is to | ower
the water tenperature of the Feather downstream The
end-desired product is to inprove the fisheries. Correct?

There are other ways to inprove the fisheries in
the sane section without the thermal curtain. As a direct
result of the FERC 2105 relicensing process, there has been
very restrictive fishing rules placed on the waters of this
systemin order to inprove the fisheries. These are |aws
that I nmust enforce every day, so | have firsthand know edge
of the inpacts.

Let nme explain some of the laws |I'mtalking
about. Hang on. For 26 mles of the river fromBelden to
Pul ga, the regulations are zero limt, artificial lures,

bar bl ess hooks, with a season fromthe |last Saturday in
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April to only Novenber 15th. 1In other words, you nust catch
and release all your fish back into state waters.

However, in the three power dam forebays in this
geographi cal section of river: Cresta, Poe, Rock Creek, you
can use bait, barbed hooks, keep a five-fish limt and fish
year round.

In all the tributaries that enpty into this
section, zero fish-limt zone, you may keep five fish, and
use bait.

At the next power dam above this section, Caribou
Forebay, the trout Iimt is nowtw. And the season is
again the last Saturday in April to Novenmber 15th

Now | et's nove farther up to Butt Lake. The
l[imt at Butt Lake is two fish. The season is year round,
save for the area around Butt Lake Powerhouse where the
season is the Saturday preceding Menorial Day to February
28th. Now the tributaries of Butt Lake have a different
season than the other reservoirs downstream These tribs
don't open until Menorial weekend.

Now finally we're here at Lake Al nmanor. The
fishing season there is year round with a five-fish trout
[imt. Tributaries to Almanor do not open to fishing until
Menori al weekend al so.

Does this sound confusing to you? You bet. You

bet it is. |It's confusing for ne as an enforcing officer
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and for the sportsmen and fishernen that fish these waters.

These regulations are a result of part of the
FERC 2105 relicensing.

Poachi ng probl ens abound. Can the | aws be
effectively enforced with the personnel we have? Frankly,
the answer is no. There's one Warden statew de for every
180, 000 people in this state. That's pretty |ow

Every spring and fall, trout spawn in the
tributaries up and down the river and the | ake system
enconpassed by Project 2105. They becone bl ocked at
barriers where they are highly susceptible of being snagged
and netted out. One officer cannot patrol hundreds of mles
of streans.

At the diversion damfish | adder just a couple
m | es upstream from here, poachers have been caught at three
o' clock in the norning snaggi ng spawning fish. A very
sinple solution to inprove the fisheries here is to increase
enforcenment of the |aws already on the books. By doing this
literally thousands of trout will be able to successfully
spawn, creating |arger nunbers of fish.

You may think that just checking fishernmen would
be all we do. It is not. W also enforce fish passage
laws. W need to check the streanms to ensure fish passage
by artificial barriers. On the right here we have on the

Power Poi nt a wat er-gaugi ng station on Butt Creek just above
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Butt Lake. These are photos of fish trying to junp over it.
My observations are that out of approximately 50 attenpts,
only one leap is successful. These fish run up to,
probabl y, around seven pounds, eight pounds.

These large trout are literally beating
t hensel ves to death by trying to mgrate upstreamover this
barrier. Mdify this barrier to incorporate a fish |adder
and you will add dozens of nmiles of prinme spawni ng stream
for the wild trout fishery of Butt Lake.

This, again, is a poaching problem because these
fish are stopped at the barrier and are then easily caught
by unet hhical anglers. Problens simlar to this obstruction
abound t hroughout the stream systemin this area. kay,
next picture.

kay. It's another shot of the sane |ocation.
Let's go ahead and go to the next one.

(kay. Here is a photo of a trash rack down the
canyon near Rogers Flat. \What happens here, there's |ots of
these sorts of barriers. CalTrans and the railroad, they
keep the trash from bl ocki ng-up the culverts, from going
underneath the facilities. Wrdens are responsible for
maki ng sure that these things are cleaned out in order to
all ow upstream fish mgration fromthe spawni ng trout out of
the main river system W can't get around to inspect these

all the tinme. GCkay, go, Next picture. Ckay.
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Here is a photo of a water crossing under a
rail road down the canyon. Mdifications need to be nmade to
ensure spawni ng out of the main river system This can be
made at a nunber of locations. Al would greatly inprove
the existing fisheries in the Feather River, which is the
original intent of the cold-water proposal. Put a
nodi fication in there; put a fish ladder in there, we can
open up nore spawni ng stream

Anot her critical itemthat has been conpletely
negl ected throughout this whol e process: One of security
for the powerplants, danms, transm ssion |ines, and energy
infrastructure licensed by this project. Honeland Security
i ssues cannot be forgotten here. Chances are that in this
great state if there is a terrorist event against these
facilities, it will be the Podunk Gane Warden out there
wor ki ng who will discover it and be invol ved.

Wher ever you have a | ake or power house, you have
a Ganre Warden. That's us watching it when we have the tinmne.
This is often in a surveillance node from cover, watching
for overlimts, snagging, litter, vandalism et cetera.

War dens know what is going on fromrepeated
visits on foot, not driving by in a car going 60 mles an
hour. W don't whiz over the bridges in the canyon. W get
out and check out what is underneath them Transm ssion

line corridors have quail or rabbit hunters. Wo patrols
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them on a regul ar basis? Wardens do.

In summary, we can do the follow ng itens, which
woul d have an i nmedi ate i npact of inproving the fisheries
wi thin the FERC 2105 Project. In ny opinion, they would
i mprove the fisheries nore than the installation of the
t hermal curtain.

A precedent has been set by the State of
California already. In the Bay-Delta there are | arge
punpi ng plants at Tracy which punp water fromthe Central
Val l ey Project Aqueduct. As a result of the huge punps at
Tracy, mllions of small fish are killed each year.

As mtigation by the State Departnent of Water
Resources, seven Ganme Warden positions are funded by the
California Departnment of Water Resources to prevent
overfishing, snagging, pollution, gill netting, et cetera.
By enforcing fish regulations, fishery resources are
prot ected and enhanced.

| propose that PGXE fund one Gane Warden position
full time in Plumas County for the life of this agreenent.
The primary focus of this position would be enforcenent of
the fishing regul ati ons enconpassed by the waters of FERC
2105.

Thi s Warden woul d al so enhance security agai nst
possible terrorist activity of any type. The position would

serve as a public relations contact for the recreational
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users of this project. This would also include boat patrol
of Butt and Al manor Lakes.

The purpose of the position would be to enforce,
educate the public, and provide security. Right now there
is very little enforcement of the fishing regulations in
this area due to | ack of personnel. The proposed officer
woul d al so i nspect and ensure renpoval of screen barriers,
whi ch al so prevent spawning fish mgration along the North
Fork of the Feat her.

In addition, | propose a yearly overtime budget
for the officers who work this. The costs of providing a
Warden in this handout were presented to you. W don't make
a whole | ot of nobney, so you' d get a pretty good bang for
your buck than the tens of mllions of dollars going into
the thermal curtain. And we can achieve the same purpose:
That of a better fishery.

Finally, | propose a nodification of the Butt
Creek water-gaugi ng stati on above Butt Lake to inprove
spawni ng mgration. This may be easily acconplished by
installing a fish | adder.

Again, | reiterate that | believe inplenentation
of this alternative presented would result in nore overal
gquality fisheries, experience, and enhancenent than buil di ng
a thermal curtain. Certainly a whole | ess controversy.

Thank you.
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(Appl ause.)

MR. MUDRE: Thank you very rmuch

MR. SEANDEL: Good evening. | amgoing to be
readi ng a statenment by Robert Lanbert who is ill and is not

able to be here. M nane is Aaron Seandel, S-e-a-n-d-e-|.

The comments: | would like to comment on two
i ssues -- now reading for Robert Lanmbert -- raised in the
DEIS. And they would be: Shoreline erosion and the
proposed pul se fl ows bel ow the project danms, those two
i Ssues.

On shoreline erosion: As noted by FERC on DEI S
page 83, line 22: Significant shoreline erosion is
occurring in several areas around the | ake with seven
percent of the shoreline experiencing, quote, "substanti al
erosion.”

This is due to, one, the raising of the operating
| evel of PG&E in 1972 and, two, wave action due to w nds and
the effects of boating. FErosion is caused by recreationists
who drive off-road vehicles along the shoreline -- | quote
fromDEIS page 82, lines 8 and 9 -- of the | ake.

The continuing erosion is resulting in inmpacts on
shorel ine aesthetics, aquatic resources, cultural resources,
and recreation. Wrst of all, continued unchecked erosion
has resulted in degradation in water quality and could

result in the "introduction of fecal coliformbacteria and
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human pat hogens fromleach fields into Lake Al manor..."
Again, fromthe DEI S page 353, lines 8 and 9.

These | each fields were constructed near the
4500-f oot mark prior to when the maxi mum operating | evel was
raised in 1972.

PG&XE has agreed to anend its Shoreline Managenent
Plan to include a requirenment to conduct annual surveys to
eval uate shoreline erosion and to inplenment erosion control
measures to limt erosion associated with cultural resource
sites, threatened endangered species' sites, and a limted
nunber of sites. Referring to page 82 lines 22 through 28.
Beyond that, PG&E has not proposed a specific plan for
shorel i ne erosion.

Page 64, lines 2 through 7 of the DEIS descri bes
the difford Deed executed by PGE in 1957 as granting,
guote, "PGEE the right to flood or erode | ands owned or
acquired by the Ciffords by wave action, seepage, or other
actions," unquote.

FERC appears to agree with PGE that the difford
Deed grants PGE the right to erode even if such erosion
results in the degradation of water quality. The difford
Deed was signed at a tinme when raising the operating |evel
was not contenpl at ed.

I n addi tion, environnental |aws have

significantly changed in the past 30 years. And P&E shoul d
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not be able to negatively affect water quality by hiding
behind the difford Deed.

Surely, PGE should not have an unfettered right
to erode Lake Al manor shoreline through the difford Deed.
| respectfully ask FERC to take another | ook at shoreline
erosion and require PGE to take positive steps to reduce
and limt shoreline erosion even on | ands covered by the
Cifford Deed.

Now comments on the pulse flows. In the Apri
22nd, 2004 Settlenment Agreenent, the parties agreed that
PG&E woul d rel ease certain pul se fl ows bel ow Canyon and
Bel den Dans during wi nter nonths of wet and normal water
years.

The U.S. Fish and WIldlife Service, which is not
a party to the Settlenent Agreement, has proposed simlar
pul se flows that are higher in flow rate and woul d be
required not only in wet and normal years, but dry water
years as well.

In its analysis of pulse flows on pages 113
t hrough 116 FERC generally adopts the Settlenment Agreenent
pul se flows in wet and normal water years, but does not
specifically address what pulse flows are to occur, if any,
during dry and critically dry water years.

Si nce FERC seens to adopt, referring to page 115,

lines 35 and 36, the proposed pulse flows in the Settl enent
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Agreenent, the Environnental |npact Report should clarify
that no pulse flows will be required in dry and critically
dry water years.

Thank you very much

(Appl ause.)

MR. DYOK: Good evening. M nane is Wayne Dyok
Dy-o0-k. I'"'mwith MMH Anericas. W're consultants to
Plumas County. M original plan was tal k about two itens,

t he Shoreline Managenent Plan and shoreline erosion, to
followup with sone comments on Aaron's statenents, but
after hearing sone of the earlier conments on the water
tenperatures |I'd like to add a third item on water
tenperatures as well.

First of all, we'd |like to commend the Comm ssion
on your preparation of the Draft EI'S and the incorporation
of nost of the Settlenent Agreenment itens as, you know, Bill
had st at ed.

In particular, | just want to reiterate the | ake
| evel aspects of the Settlenent Agreenment. That's very
inmportant to this conmmunity. And thank you for agreeing
with us on the proposed | ake |l evels as part of the
Settl ement Agreenent.

Wth respect to the Shoreline Managenent Pl an,
first of all, we appreciate the efforts that PGE put forth

i n devel opi ng a Shoreline Managenent Plan. W further agree
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with the Comm ssion staff's recommendati on on page 20 of the
Draft Environnental |npact Statenent for PGE to revise the
Shor el i ne Managenent Plan and then inplenment it.

The County had a nunber of concerns on the draft
plan as filed with the Comm ssion's part of the license
application. Sone of the specific concerns include the | and
classifications.

We felt that the classifications in sonme respects
were inconsistent with the County zoning. And there were
sone ot her elenents of that plan, such as the enforcenent
and permtting aspects of it that we felt needed to be
revised.

So what happened subsequent to the filing of that
plan as part of the 2105 discussion? W nmet with PGE on a
nunber of occasions. And |I'm pleased to say that for the
nost part our concerns have been addressed by P&E in a
revised plan. And we woul d expect that PGXE would be filing
that revised plan.

W would first, though, |ike PGE to present that
plan to the County residents and public and get further
input fromthe public on that plan and possibly revise that
plan further before submtting it to the Comm ssion. But we
do think that it's a great inprovenent over the plan that
was filed as part of the license application.

Secondly, with respect to shoreline erosion,
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want to echo sone of what Aaron tal ked about with respect to
shoreline erosion. P&E and the County have identified a
nunber of areas where there is significant shoreline erosion
around the | ake.

The difford Deed rights shouldn't really matter
when it cones to shoreline erosion if the erosion is
affecting the environnental resources, such as water
quality, natural resources, fisheries, cultural resources.

We're tal king about property that's within the
proj ect boundary that's owned by PGE. And it seens kind of
odd to me that we should be requiring adjacent property
owners to fix a problemthat's on PGXE property that's
affecting the resources over which the Comm ssion has
jurisdiction. So we feel it's the Conm ssion's
responsibility to require PGE to renedy the shoreline
erosion, not only on the areas that are not difford Deed
areas, but also on Cifford Deed areas.

| appreciate very nmuch what you said on page 20
of the Executive Summary that PG&E is required to provide
site-specific plans to control erosion for new recreation
facilities that are going to be constructed. And | would
suggest that the County | ooks forward to working with PGE
on the other areas of shoreline erosion to devel op
site-specific erosion plans for those areas as well.

Now | want to, based on what was said earlier
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today, talk a little bit the water-tenperature issue. As
the FERC staff presented earlier, you determ ned that the
i nformati on was conplete and that you were ready for
conducting an environnental analysis of the project.

So that suggests that you have all the
information to assess water tenperatures, because that's
part of the application information that was filed and
recogni zing that there's additional information that has
been provided and probably will be forthcomng in the very
near future.

As part of staff's recommended alternative, it
woul d seemto nme that there's an opportunity here for the
Comm ssion to really take a | eadership role in the Final
Environnmental |npact Statenent that's going to be produced
in March of next year. And that is to recommend as part of
your proposed alternative, that there be no curtain.

In that case | think you' Il be setting the tone
for the state process by conducting your independent
anal ysis that will conclude on the basis of the information
that you' re hearing tonight fromthe many people that are
presenting, as well as the additional information that PGXE
is going to be providing you in, hopefully, the very near
future.

| did want to conclude by responding to one of

Tom s conments that he nade earlier that even though there's
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going to be a lot nore variability in the water tenperatures

in Lake Al manor taking nore of that cold water away that was

in the natural range of variability and, therefore, the

effects woul d be insignificant, the analogy that |I would

like to use, Tom is that of a boxer.

And a boxer that fights one or two tines can
probably survive and live to a ripe old age. A boxer that
fights every day or every nonth or for several nonths,
oftti mes sustains pernmanent damage. And | woul d think that
t he anal ogy woul d be very applicable for these sanme fish in
this | ake.

Thank you very much

(Appl ause.)

MR. KNUTSEN. M name is Dale Knutsen. ['ma
resident of the west shore area of Lake Al manor. And after
reviewing the Draft Environnental |npact Statement, 1'd |ike
to offer a coment on a water-tenperature itemfound in
Section 3.3.2.2. And quoting from page 108, the fourth
par agraph, "Wth a nodified Prattville Intake configuration,
the water tenperature in the Bel den reach woul d be decreased
up to four degrees Celsius for the nonths of June through
August and renmai n unchanged in Septenber” -- and | would
li ke to enphasi ze the | ast phrase -- "keeping the water
tenperature bel ow 20 degrees Celsius for all nonths," end

guote. | believe this statenment may be in error, probably
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based on very prelimnary anal yses from PGE whi ch have
subsequent|ly been greatly expanded.

My under standi ng of the nore recent studies is
that, even with a nodified Prattville Intake, the Bel den
reach water tenperatures during July and August can be
expected to be in excess of 20 degrees during sonme climatic
and hydrographic conditions, specifically during dry and
critically dry water years, which statistically we seemto
have a | ot of.

| would, therefore, ask FERC to request from P&E
the full spectrum of revised studies so that the Final
Environnental |npact Statenent can reflect the updated
i nformation.

Thank you.

(Appl ause.)

M5. SUTTON: Good evening. M nane is Sue
Sutton. I'mwith Famly Water Alliance. | also happen to
be a part-tine resident here in the Valley as well as here
in the Chester area.

| have a couple comments. | think the one thing
t hat concerns ne nost is the fact that, while P&E has not
put on the table the fact that they are considering
seriously a tenperature curtain, it has been nentioned 12
times. And in ny experience in the past when itens of this

nature are brought forth and nentioned so nany tines, so
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numer ously, they are, indeed, on the table.

Secondly, | believe that the docunmentation says
we need to | ook at reasonable -- P&E has to have a
reasonabl eness about determ ning the attenpt of creating the
tenperature neasures. | believe that what has been
presented toni ght does not show that sense of
reasonabl eness. And | woul d ask the Conm ssion to consider
and define what "reasonable" really, indeed, neans.

There's a whole lot of other alternatives that I
did not have -- believe have been considered. Some of them
were nentioned tonight by the Warden. | truly believe that
curmul ative inpacts of a variety of these small projects
coul d acconplish the sane goal as a tenperature curtain.

And therefore | request that the tenperature curtain be
totally taken off the table.

Finally, I would Iike to see an i ndependent
science review of this entire project. PG&E has a nunber of
scientific studies going on, but I think it's time for the
people to have a scientific review that represents the total
nonpartial point of view

And | suggest that the National Acadeny of
Sci ences be contacted and brought onboard to review this
entire issue, the issue both of the positive and negative
benefits of a thermal curtain or the cunul ative effect of

all the alternatives.
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Finally, you had nentioned that if the license is
approved that we can go in later and anend that l|icense. It
i s ny understanding, through working with politics and many
ot her organi zati ons and groups, that once sonething is
si gned, once sonething is a done deal, it is not easy to go
in and anmend and is a total uphill battle.

So | would like, rather than to work on anendi ng
things after things are conpleted and signed on to, | would
like to have the entire community agree to what we can go

forward on, and nove forward on those types of things.

Thank you.

VO CE:  Yes.

(Appl ause.)

MR WLLHOT: M nane is Mchael WIllhoit. 1|'m
a nenber of the 2105 Committee. |[|'ve lived here for ten

years, visited here for 30 years. And |I'mgoing to divert
just a little bit fromthe thermal curtain, but 1'Il conme
back to it.

The Col | aborative acconplished a | ot of good
things. And nost of these things were reconmended in your
Draft EI'S, and we thank you for that.

And one of the things | want to tal k about
tonight is the Recreation Resource Managenent Plan. Since
1982, when Article 42 was added to the existing |icense, a

recreati on managenent plan has been required. It hasn't
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happened.

For the past nine years your agency has wai ved
the inplenentation of such a plan pending relicensing.
Finally we've arrived at a good plan, but since the signing
of the Settlenment Agreenent in April of this year, a problem
has arisen. And that's the delays in the issuance of the
license that we see now.

And you nentioned in your introduction sone of
the things that we're | ooking at, the CEQA review, as well
as the 401 certificate. It's clear to us that the |license
won't happen for one, two, or three nore years, the way
things stand right now But while we were negotiating in
the Col | aborative, we were given assurances by P&E that we
woul d see a tinely license in Novenber of this year. W
could expect it. FERC would be in a position to issue this
i cense.

So what |'m asking now on behalf of the Conmttee
is that FERC takes a second | ook at the Recreation Resource
Pl an and anends the timeframes for the itens that were
agreed upon. And |I'mspecifically thinking of three
cat egori es.

First, maintenance. It's nmainly overdue
mai nt enance.

Second, the inprovenents: Handi capped access.

And,
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Third, the new facilities.

Now each one of these has with it a tinespan.

And, sinply, we're asking that you hel p us achieve tine
parity. And we're not asking for anything to be speeded up.
But if a license were issued in Novenber of 2004, sonething
that was slated in the plan to be inplenented in one to
three years woul d be inplenented no | ater than 2007. So

we' re asking you to change the date so that all the itens
are done in that manner.

Now back to the maintenance. | have over here an
exanpl e of what we think is overdue naintenance. And there
are many itens that are listed in ternms of maintenance:
Water faucets, Klamath stoves, vault toilets, undeclared
trails and such. But this particular thing right here
happens to be -- and | have to explain this to you. This is
t he Al manor Scenic Overl ook, and there is no nore scenic in
this. This used to | ook out upon Mount Lassen. It had a
beautiful view of the |ake.

Now t his vegetation didn't grow there in the |ast
two years. This certainly happened over a period of tine.
So itenms like that we would |ike you to accel erate and
require that they be done, if not now, because they should
have been done earlier, that they be done very pronptly.

It's not a noney issue, for sure. W know t hat

this project is worth $2 billion over the life of the
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project in 2004 dollars. And PGEE can conme up with the
noney to do these minor maintenance itens. They did conme up
with $87 million this year for bonuses for 17 of their
executives, so we'd like to see those speeded up.

(Laughter.)

MR WLLHO T: And, lastly, the Marvin Al exander
Beach.

And, Scott, would you nove to the next slide,
pl ease.

This is standing right on what is going to be
Marvi n Al exander Beach | ooking to the north. And that's the
tower that we saw earlier.

Now t he problemis if this environnmental
nightmare of a thermal curtain would, by sonme chance,
happen, the anchors would be right in the mddle of Marvin
Al exander Beach.

Scott, the next slide.

| " m standing yesterday at 360 feet. That's where
t he sout hern anchor would be, and that's Marvin Al exander
Beach, and that's where the arrow points. So what we're
asking is that if, if, in the chance that this thing
happens, we see an alternative Marvin Al exander Beach.

Marvin was a very instrunental part in this
process and recreation devel opnent was his cause. And

unfortunately he can't be here to see the dedication of this
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beach. And we want to see this beach clean w thout a

curtain.

Thank you.

(Appl ause.)

MR. SEANDEL: Good evening. | am now speaki ng
for nyself. M nane is Aaron Seandel, S-e-a-n-d-e-1. MW

wife and | have lived in the Lake Al manor Basin on a
full-time basis since 1994 and we' ve been com ng here since
1972.

W are very active in the conmmunity. | ama
menber of the Plumas County 2105 Committee and have been
wor ki ng, along with the other nmenbers of the Coll aborati ve,
in all phases of the devel opnment of the Settl enent
Agr eenent .

|"malso Chair of the Plumas County Committee on
Water Quality. And | will speak to that in ny remarks, the
i ssues |I'mgoing to conment on.

Goi ng through the presentation, I'mjust going to
hit the highlights because so many of these things have been
said. But | would agree, for exanple, with the coments
that were nade regarding page 20 in the Executive Sunmary
about maki ng evaluation prior to and after any nodifications
of the Prattville Intake. To nme that assunes that
sonmet hing's going to happen regardl ess, and then you're

going to evaluate. And that is of a real concern to a | ot
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of us, that | anguage.

On page 41 | have a disagreenent. And | know
that this isn't something that FERC is directly invol ved
with, but I just want to nmake it public. | have a
di sagreenent with a designation of the Feather River as a
cold, fresh water habitat based upon the information that we
have. And | want that as a part of the record, please.

On page 47 we have data that we've been
participating in the Collaborative that naintaining a nmean
wat er tenperature of 20 degrees through the inplenentation
of the Prattville Intake nodifications cannot be net during
dry and critically dry years. 1It's been -- we've discussed
that thoroughly. And that "critically dry and dry years”
has occurred at |east or close to 50 percent of the past 33
years.

On page 67, line 11, | have agreenent that the
water quality nonitoring plan should be adaptive on
project-related water quality conditions. However, one of
the things that |I'm concerned about is that one of the
proposed nodifications of the intake is considering the
removal of 42,000 cubic yards of silt. And there isn't any
provision at all in any docunentation to this point of how
to deal with that as it relates to water quality. And that
is acritical issue.

Page 68, | disagree with line 28. And this is a
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part of the nonitoring program the sanpling program Three
sites, in ny judgnment and in the Plumas County Conmittee on
Water Quality's judgnent, are insufficient really to
satisfactorily nmonitor a | ake of this size.

Currently the Plumas County Water Quality Program
has identified 17 different sites in the lake. And | just
want to refresh your nmenory about the -- when you saw t he
map of the | ake, how the different elevations and the
different configuration of the lake really, really in our
j udgnment al nost requires that you | ook at nore than just
three sites, because three is just too global for a | ake
that is as diverse as we are right now, as the |ake is now.

| di sagree, page 69, we have di sagreenent with
the five-year nonitoring program proposed by the |licensee.
Wth the rapid growth in the nunber of homes, the increase
in the nunber of devel opnents around the |ake, the
additional recreation sites around the |ake that are
included in the Settlenent Agreenent, and the increased
nunber of tourists that visit the | ake every year and
i ncreasi ng every year, conducting a sanpling program every
five years could easily mss trends and places the sanpling
program as one that reacts to problens rather than one that
is proactive to trends. Five years is too |long between
sanpling events in project-related waters.

We recomrend that three years be the nmaxi mum
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bet ween the required events. And using the sanpling events
that are noted in Table 3, | believe it's on page 69, |I'm

not sure of that, but | think that's correct.

We have agreenent with the Bacteriol ogical
Sanpling Program pages 71 and 72. Agreenent with the
anal ysis that the nodification of the Prattville Intake
could substantially alter the thermal regi mes of Lake
Al manor and Butt Valley Reservoir. There's certainly no
di sagreenment with that

We have di sagreenent with the | anguage in lines 3
t hrough 10, "would nonitor the inpacts and corrective
actions, if necessary, could be made within a few years of
i npl enenting the new license.” What this suggests to ne is
that a problemis created, then you do sone nodification
after the license is inplenented. And that is not -- |
don't think that's a practical way of approaching this.

On page 75 we have di sagreenent. PG&E has only
conducted feasibility studies for the curtain and not the
reoperation of Canyon Dam | ntakes or nodification of Caribou
2. You've heard these before. W really would like to see
and hopefully will see other alternatives being proposed.
And not just single alternatives.

We are encouragi ng PGE and others to | ook at
conbi nati ons of alternatives that m ght work but have not

been put before the deliberating body. And that, we think,
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is very, very inportant.

W have -- let's see. W have disagreenent with
the Departnent of Interior at lines 26 to 34. You have
referred to that earlier, | believe.

We have di sagreenent, line 5 on page 77. It
tal ks about, again, the 20-degree nean tenperature. W' ve
t al ked about that.

We have agreenent on line 13, page 83, PGE being
responsi bl e for controlling any shoreline erosion caused by
proj ect operations that adversely affect water quality,
aquatic resources, cultural resources, and aesthetics. Just
reinforce that point.

On page 341, line 31, we have a concern; | have a
concern. There is a need to identify additional sites for
bacteri ol ogical nonitoring on a regular basis in nonswi nm ng
areas, | akeshore sites that are very close to the east
shore. And we talked about a little bit about that when we
tal ked about the raising of the | ake back in 1972.

On line 11, we think that Plumas County needs to

be specifically naned along with -- excuse nme -- the other
agencies in all nmatters related to managenent. In this
particular line it is not, as a part of -- that was page
343. 343.

Di sagreenment. This has to do with the comment on

line 5 about not nonitoring through the |ife of the |icense.
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And we feel very strongly that with the continuing growh in
the area and the increase in recreational facilities that

wi |l be avail abl e throughout the new |icense, along with a
nunber of visitors, tourists increasing every year, we
recommend that |icense continue through the termof the

license -- excuse ne -- sanpling, water quality sanpling
continue through the life of the license.

We agree with the water |evels for Lake Al manor
and Butt Valley Reservoir.

And, finally, again, we are concerned about the
potential septic |eakage that can occur through the
shoreline erosion issues.

We thank you very much. W appreciate the tine
that you are spending with us. And that concludes ny
remarks.

(Appl ause.)

MR. MUDRE: Thank you very rmuch

| have a question. |Is Melany Johnson still here?

M5. JOHNSON:  Yes.

MR. MJUDRE: Because you had indicated that you
wanted to speak, and we hadn't heard fromyou. So | wanted
to make sure that --

MR. DeSPAIN. And al so M ke DeSpai n.

MR. MUDRE: (Ckay. Let's get -- | thought he was

on the list. W'IIl get you right next.
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M5. JOHNSON:. Ckay.

MR MIDRE: | just wanted to nake sure that
everyone that wanted, that signed up, got a chance to speak.

M5. JOHNSON: Thank you. |'m Mel any Johnson,
Me-l-a-n-y. |I'mMuntain Maidu. |I'mthe Cultura
Technician for Susanville Indian Rancheria Environnent al
Protection Departnment. And |I am here on behalf of the
Susanvill e I ndian Rancheria Tribal Business Council and the
Susanvill e I ndi an Rancheria Tribal Government Liaison
Commi tt ee.

Qur Tribal Chairman, Stacy D xon, planned on
bei ng here tonight, but was unable to attend due to
unf or eseen circunstances.

The Susanville Indian Rancheria, SIR is a
federal |l y-recogni zed Indian Tribe with ancestral ties to the
Mount ai n Mai du, Wadat kuta, and Kanot kuta Bands of the
Nort hern Paiute, Hamawi, and Aporige Bands of the Pit R ver
and the Northern Washoe.

In 1913 the Hydraulic Fill Dam was constructed on
the North Fork of the Feather River south of Big Meadows.
Once the largest nmeadow in California, inundating thousands
of years of traditional, cultural history practiced by the
Mountain Maidu Indians. This resulted in a water-storage
reservoir and recreational facility now referred to as Lake

Al manor .

88
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For the Mountain Maidu people this event was
catastrophic. Now as if it were not enough to destroy a
significant portion of the history, culture, and honel and of
a people indigenous to the area, the powers that be
literally proposed to dredge up the ancestors and history of
t hese people and ship them down a pipe to Ooville through
the creation of a thermal curtain at the Prattville Intake.

Wien will the insensitivity and the |ack of
respect cease?

Prof essor Enmeritus Makoto Kowta of the Chico
St at e Departnent of Anthropology, in his Report of
Archeol ogi cal Fi el d Reconnai ssance of the Lake Al manor
shoreline and the late U C. Berkeley Field Anthropol ogi st
Francis Riddell in his manuscript, "Ethnographic Villages at
Lake Al manor," have both docunented village sites within the
area of potential effect for the proposed thermal curtain
proj ect .

The influential Anerican Anthropol ogist A fred L.
Kroeber in his handbook, The Indians of California, stated
that Maidu ceneteries lay at the edge of villages in order
to guard agai nst grave robbery. Thus, this project has
significant potential to result in the excavation and
removal of Native American human renmai ns and objects.

Because the Federal Energy Regul atory Comnm ssion,

FERC, a federal agency, is the |lead agency with regard to

89
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envi ronnment al oversight; and because Lake Al manor is
considered a Waters of the United States, protected by the
Cl ean Water Act and under the jurisdiction of the U S. Arny
Corps of Engineers, this project is subject to the Native
American Graves Protection and Repatriation Act, NGPRA

Section (3)(c) 225 U S.C. 3002(c)(2) states, "The
intentional renoval from or excavation of Native American
cultural itens fromfederal or Tribal |ands for purposes of
di scovery, study, or renoval of such itens is permtted only
if such itens are excavated and renoved after consultation
with the appropriate Indian Tribes."

Furthernore, California Public Resource Code
Section 5097.9 states: "No public agency and no private
party using or occupying public property or operating on
public property under a public |icense, permt, grant,
| ease, or contract made to honor after July 1st, 1977 shal
i n any manner what soever cause severe or irreparabl e danage
to any Native Anerican sanctified cenetery, place of
wor ship, religious or cerenpnial site, or sacred shrine
| ocated on public property except on a clear and convincing
showi ng that the public interest and necessity so require
it."

I n concl usion, both federal and state | aw
prohi bit the proposed project unless consultation takes

place with the Indian Tribes and the project is clearly and
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convincingly necessary and in the best interests of the

publi c.

| thank you for the opportunity to comrent
tonight. And the Tribal Business Council |ooks forward to
devel opi ng governnment -t o-governnment consultation in
accordance with FERC s Tribal Policy Statenment, Docket
Nunber PL034000, in order to resolve conflicts resulting
from FERC s Relicensing Project 2105 in 1962.

Thank you.

(Appl ause.)

M5. HOPTON FOOTE: Good evening. Thank you for
your patience. You said earlier that you were here to
bal ance the pros and cons. And | was grateful to hear that.
My nanme is Nancy Hopton, H o-p-t-o-n, Foote, F-o0-0-t-e. And
| " msparing you the words of 3,075 peopl e who have signed
this petition as a con.

Thank you.

(Appl ause.)

MR. DeSPAIN. M name is M chael DeSpain, Tribal
Environnmental Protection Agency Director, Geenville
Rancheri a.

| have letters here -- excuse ne -- that have
been received in Washington, D.C. And | al so spoke with
Washi ngton, D.C., M. Rawley WIlson, the Tribal Liaison,

this afternoon before the neeting.
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Here it is: Copies of cultural maps that you are
to -- there are the two -- go back and di scuss when you get
back to Washington, D.C. in reference to this. Excuse ne.

"1l briefly read some of the stuff that is in
this fromthe Tribe. The Geenville Rancheria of Midu
| ndi ans has concerns regardi ng the FERC 2105 Lake Al nanor
and Butt Valley Reservoir. During the first stages of
consul tations, dated 23 July and 4 Septenber, 2002, letters
were drafted and sent to different agencies. Fromthat
poi nt FERC did not have any further comrunications with the
Greenville Rancheria after the initial scoping process and
consul tati ons.

| ssues brought to FERC s attentions were not
addressed. The Tribe's concerns are now two parts: The
envi ronnment al inpact on Lake Al manor and Butt Vall ey
Reservoir is a major concern. These two bodies of water are
very inportant to the local environnent. They have great
nunbers of fish, manmals, water fow, invertebrates, birds
of prey, as well as Native American gathering sites.

| cannot specifically, and | apol ogize to the
public, share any of those gathering sites or cultural
sites. On the maps that FERC now has in possession with
coordi nati on through Plumas County, shows birds of prey
nesting sites around the | ake and cultural sites for the

entire Big Meadows or Lake Al manor Basin and Butt Valley
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Reservoir systemitself.

To continue: In FERC s Draft EIS they discuss
the water tenperature from Mountain Meadows Reservoir as to
| ocal s Wl ker Lake to Yellow Creek. Itens that are not
addressed: The damage that will be done to the gathering
sites within the project boundaries, and the dropping of
wat er tenperature and its effects to the ecol ogi cal system
al ong the Feather River.

If thermal curtains are in place within the
boundari es of Lake Al manor, the cold-water fishery wll
decrease, and so will other animals, birds, and the entire
ecol ogical system The Geenville Rancheria has concerns
about thermal curtains, the size of the curtains, the
aesthetics, the lack of data that is present in the Draft
El S.

| also sat in on the 2105 Conmittee neeting this
past Thursday. Issues | brought up, ideas, to not even
t hi nk about these curtains -- excuse ne -- and hopefully
they will be devel oped further down the Iine.

FERC speaks about the recreation agencies that
were involved in the initial consultation neetings, but not
a single phrase in the planning process for Indian Tribes in
respect to Native grounds. As a federally-recognized Tribe
bet ween Susanville and Geenville Rancheria, that is a

federal government to a federal government and sovereign
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nations. So any consultations according to Section 106 has
to be dealt with. No consultations have been devel oped

bet ween these two Tribes and FERC since 2002. And that is
in your Draft EIS.

The Greenville Rancheria has concerns in --
excuse nme -- in reference to the cultural aspects of Lake
Al manor Basin and Butt Valley Reservoir. The Draft EIS
reports numerous cultural and historical sites. The
proposed curtains would destroy cultural sites within Lake
Al manor and Butt Valley Reservoir. At the present tine
G eenville Rancheria nenbers have shown concern about
cultural sites within project boundaries.

The Greenville Rancheria has contacted the Native
Ameri can Heritage Comm ssion and the United States Forest
Service requesting additional data in reference FERC 2105.
The G eenville Rancheria shoul d have been consulted during
the entire project, not just the scoping.

And under st andi ng the FERC 2100 also ties in with
the 2105 from Lake Oroville and up the North Fork of the
Feat her River, the thought of dropping the water tenperature
along the North Fork of the Feather River should have
recei ved deliberation during the construction of Oroville
Dam by the Departnent of Water Resources and the State of
Cal i fornia.

The | ast paragraph, as | apol ogized, is fromthe
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Greenville Rancheria. It can be publicized at their

conveni ence.

And on a personal note, the studies that P&E
have done and reported to the 2105 Commission is |ike every
ot her study: They cone up for three or four days. They are
not here on a weekly or daily basis.

|"mal so a professional California hunting and
fishing guide. | spend a |lot of tine on these waters. The
studies are incorrect, and they're not -- there's not enough
data for them

Thank you.

(Appl ause.)

MR. MUDRE: Thank you.

| s there anyone who has signed up to speak who
hasn't yet spoken?

Okay. She raised her hand first, and then we'll
get to you.

VO CE: W have anot her one here.

MR. MJDRE: Ckay.

VO CE: Hey, John, 1 don't want anybody to go
home yet. W have to put away chairs when we get al
t hr ough.

(Laughter.)

M5. SLUSHER: Good eveni ng, everyone. M nane is

Constance Slusher. And that's spelled S-, as in Sam
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| -u-s-h-e-r. | amnot a conmttee nmenber. | do not bel ong
to any organi zation. | ama 25-year resident of Lake
Almanor. | am a business owner with two businesses. |
enpl oy people in Chester. | provide health insurance to

t hose people and their famlies.

What you are proposing to do to our comunity is
to kill it. You're proposing to put a thermal curtain that
woul d destroy our tourism The federal governnent has
al ready destroyed our | ogging industry by the Northern
Spotted OM Report that now we know was bogus.

The California governor at one point in tinme took
our noney fromour lottery and put it -- that was supposed
to be for our schools -- and put it in the General Fund.

Qur school s have suffered because of |ogging, not having the
income fromthe logging. Qur community has just about died

because all the |oggi ng conpani es have cl osed or have gotten

smal | er.

Qur community is dying. And if we don't do
sonmething to keep Lake Al nmanor as we know it, we wll cease
to exist. | noved up here 25 years ago as a young worman to

raise a famly, because this is where | wanted to be: Away
fromthe city.

This is a wonderful community. And what we were
hearing tonight, all's we heard was what the thermal curtain

was going to propose to do to Lake Almanor. |f there was
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any serious consideration by PGE to do anything el se other
than the thermal curtain, why did we not hear it tonight?
This was their opportunity to bring forth those positions.

" masking, |I'mbegging for the Comm ssion to
pl ease not allow the thermal curtains and to allow the
Chester Lake Al manor Basin and Butt Lake to survive the way
it is.

Thank you.

(Appl ause.)

MR FORDING M name is Richard Fording,
F-o-r-d-i-n-g. And |I'm speaking as a property owner with
| egal rights under the Red River Deed. And I'mdoing this
to assure these rights aren't overl ooked by FERC in their
process. The deed was between the G eat Western Power
Conmpany and the Red River Lunmber Conpany in 1927, before
P&E acquired the G eat Western Power Conpany and Lake
Al manor .

The deed extended to Red River's successors,
| essees, and assigns. And there are now t housands of
property owners who have rights confirned by that deed.

| ngress and egress for boating, hunting, fishing,
and other recreation on the waters of both said reservoirs,
Lake Al manor and Butt Valley Reservoir, on page 248, lines 9
t hrough 13, the docunent states, "Under the terns and

conditions of the project |license, P&E nust retain al
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rights to lands and waters within the project boundary
needed for the project purposes. PGE may pernmt others to
use the project's land and waters, but before permtting
such use P&E nust ensure that it does not endanger the

heal th, create a nuisance, or otherw se be inconpatible with
the overall project recreational use.”

Sinply put, PG&E does not have all the rights to
the I ands and water. These were encunbered before the
current license and before PGE owned the | akes. The
current property owners' successors have gone to great
lengths to help PGXE neet the terns of the |license and
ensuring that it does not endanger health, create a
nui sance, or otherw se be inconpatible with the overal
proj ect recreational use.

The owners have al so spent nearly $30,000 in
|l egal fees to preserve their rights under the Red R ver Deed
and are prepared to do again if needed. However, they
prefer to work cooperatively with PGE, as they have, to
help themneet the terns of the |license while naintaining
their property rights under the Red R ver Deed.

We respectfully request that the deed be
menorialized in the license in order that future
adm nistrators will understand that neither PGXE nor the
U. S. Governnent can unilaterally cancel the benefits of the

deeds.
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And, lastly, I'd |ike to thank you for your
flexibility this evening you ve extended to us in allow ng
us to fully express our concerns.

Thank you.

(Appl ause.)

MR WNG M nane is BEd Wng. | started
vacationing up here, my wife and I did in the early '60s.
We ended up buying a piece of property and have |ived here
full time since 1990.

Since FERC is working closely with the State
Wat er Resources Control Board, and all's I'"mgoing to do
right nowis read a letter that I've just witten to the
State Water Board in response to a reply | got fromletters
that were protesting the installation of the three thernmal
curtains. And I'Il leave you a copy of their letter also so
you can see sone of this, what I"'mgoing to wite will nmake
nore sense after you've read their response.

Their response was fromVictoria A Witney, the
Division Chief of the State Water Resources Control Board.
And ny letter is as foll ows:

"Dear Ms. Whitney,

"Thank you for your conprehensive letter. W
wi sh to respond on several points:

"Your comment that the environmental health of

Lake Al manor will be considered in all the endl ess studies,

99
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however nothing is said about Butt Valley Reservoir. It has
not even been di sputed by anyone that the two thernmal
curtains at Butt Valley Lake will destroy the trophy trout
fisheries that now exist there.

"You state that the earlier agreenment between
P&E and" Departnment of Fish and Gane "did recomrend the
Prattville Thermal Curtain. This is" a hundred percent
"wrong. The FERC Draft EI'S of Novenber 1996 specifically
stated that they were opposed to the installation of the
thermal curtain and that the water tenperature was not the
limting factor in the trout population in the |lower river
reaches. W feel that the political pressure from Cal Trout
and others caused this scientific review to be ignored.
Al so do not forget that the hydrol ogy study done at the
"University"” of lowa specifically stated that the results of
the thermal curtains on Shasta and Wi skyt own | akes was not
transferable to A manor because Al manor is a shallow water
| ake.

"We al so believe that there is no scientific
evi dence before 1915" and the building of Canyon Dam t hat
the North Fork of the Feather River "was a cold water river
during late sunmer. The M ddle Fork [of the] Feather River
is a very conparable river that, as you know, is protected
as a '"WId [and] Scenic River' and has [never had any] dans.

It is also feed by" snowpack -- by "snowrelt in the spring
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and large natural springs in the late summer. The mddle

fork has tenperatures well above 20" degrees Centigrade in

t he summerti ne.

"Why nust the process be allowed to nove forward
wi th endl ess studies being paid for by the P&E rat epayers
and the California tax payers? There is already
overwhel m ng evidence that the three thermal curtains wll
do irreparable [harn] to Lake Al manor and Butt Valley at a
cost of $53, 000,000, and this is the clincher -- it won't
even work at all in dry and drought years, which is al nost
half of the time [now]."

And you may think that this remark's tongue in
cheek, but it's not. |'mdead serious about this.

"Consi der the follow ng:

"Let's suppose next year Cal Trout or others tel

t he Lake Tahoe authorities,” go to the Lake Tahoe
authorities and say "that the trout in the Truckee River,"
now they're not dying or anything, but they "would like to
have a little cooler water in August. So" -- they should
dredge [up] 42,000 cubic yards of nuck off the...bottoni of
Lake Tahoe, install a 900-by-760-foot "thermal curtain; pile
this muck up on the beach at Tahoe City, and spend

$53, 000, 000 doing it. ©Oh, and by the way there are sacred
Native American sites in the dredging [area], and it wll

only help the Truckee River trout a little bit," one degree
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Centi grade and "every other year."

"The above plan woul d be i medi ately di scarded as
absurd! But you know what, the Prattville tenperature
nodi fication plan is just as absurd.

"Enough i s enough.

"Si ncerely,

"Ed Wng, Chester."

(Appl ause.)

MR. MJRPHY: Thank you. Thanks for your
perseverance, all of you. [|'mJohn Murphy. | ama Plunas
County taxpayer, a PG&E ratepayer, and |I'ma fishernan.
want you to know | strongly oppose the proposed thermnal
curtains. There is potential danage to Lake Al nanor
fisheries that we've heard about. And the | ongterm ngjor
cost to the taxpayers and ratepayers i s w ong.

The data of the presentation | am giving you
conmes fromthe data on the 2105 website, primarily from Fi sh
and Gane and from PGE reports. The Jul y- August average
wat er tenperatures in the Rock Creek and Cresta reaches
routinely range from 20, approximtely, to 22 degrees C.

Fish and Gane is apparently commtted to trout
habi tat enhancenent in the Rock Creek-Cresta reaches by
attenpting to naintain average water tenperatures at a
maxi mum of 20 degrees. Wiile that sounds reasonabl e, one of

the reports says that the trout at 20 degrees C have an

102
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80- percent probability of survival. |If the tenperatures
drop to 19 degrees C, they have a hundred- percent
probability of survival

Per haps 20 degrees is not really what is wanted,
but Iower. The Fish and Gane plan to | ower average water
tenperature sonme 20 to 40 m | es downstream by draw ng the
cool est water from shall ow Lake Al manor is at best a
poor | y-concei ved pl an.

Fish and Gane's engi neering nodel data predict a
Jul y- August average water tenperature in that Rock
Creek-Cresta area with two thermal curtains to be about 18
degrees to 20.6 degrees in an average year. W've already
heard about how many tines we can have an average year.

From an engi neering standpoint there is no margin
for error. If their assunptions are correct, we will still
pay -- incorrect -- we still pay for their experinent.

As an engi neer and forner program nmanager,
woul d neither design nor attenpt to build a systemthat
could not neet the customer's goals. In producing this
mandate, it would seemthat Fish and Gane is desperately
grasping at straws, hoping that this experinment m ght just
wor k.  Sound engineering is not based on hope. Fish and
Gane does not pay for this experinent; we do.

| f the Lake Al manor thermal curtain is

i npl enented, the character of our lake will surely change.
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The thermal curtain will continually wthdraw the cool est

water fromthe | ake yearlong, to lower July and August
downstream t enper at ur es.

Wth a warmer | ake, can we expect the |oss of
cold-water fish? Can we expect an al gae bl oon? Can we
expect the growh of new flora on the shoreline?
sincerely hope the Federal Regul atory Energy Conm ssion wil|
show t he backbone to refuse the Fish and Gane mandate, which
woul d depl ete the cool est water from Lake Al manor and Butt
Lake in order to do an experinent in establishing trout
habitat in the Rock Creek-Cresta reaches of the North Fork
of the Feather River.

The future of our lake's in your hands.

(Appl ause.)

MR. MUDRE: (Ckay. |Is there anyone el se that has
any coments that they'd |ike to give?

This gentleman. And just for...

MR WRIGHT: If | may.

MR MJUDRE: |If we could have a show of hands of
ot her people -- if we weren't up against the tine for the
room but | think we're going to have this done right. Does
anyone besides this gentleman want to give comrents?

kay. We're in good shape then.

MR WRIGHT: | thank you. M name is Walter

Wight. | retired and noved to this Lake Al manor in 1989,
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had my properties inproved and built at that particular

tinme.

But as the gentleman spoke earlier this evening
on alternative nethods to cool that water downstream at the
Rock Creek. |I'ma cryogenic technician. | spent nmany years
wi th Union Carbide Lending Division. Now as a suggestion,
understand this as a suggestion, and the suggestion wll not
i nvol ve any endangernent or any tanpering with our |ake --
|"mstrictly opposed to do that -- but | would highly
recommend, and the governnent has the noney to do this and
PG&XE has their connections with the governnent, being a
cryogeni c technician, your liquified oxygen -- and they talk
about oxidation in the water and | owering the tenperature.
Your liquified oxygen is 280 degrees. That's bel ow zero.

Al right?

Now there's the LN2, liquified nitrogen, which is
320 on up, on up, clear up to your helium which is 453.
Now | woul d recomrend that they take into thought and
consideration a liquified oxygen division at the point where
they can release this liquified oxygen into the water.

Now this is an oxidizer. And the boiling point,
as | said, is 280 degrees. |If you put that raw oxygen,
which is knowmn as "LOx," directly into the flow of this
water, it is going to bring that tenperature down to where

it is reasonabl e and agreeable. And the cost will be far
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| ess than what we're | ooking at today through the proposal
pl an.

| thank you for listening to ne.

(Appl ause.)

MR MIDRE: All right. Thank you very much. 1Is
there a Christine Berry here?

(No response.)

MR. MUDRE: Ckay. Well, it |ooks like everybody
who has signed up, and we've just asked, and there's no one
el se here who has any comments right now [|If you think of
sonmet hing that you want to provide to us, we will be
accepting witten comments until Novenber 1st. And you can
send themin.

| want to thank everyone for com ng out tonight.
| think it's very a productive neeting. W're going to have
anot her tonorrow down in Chico. Maybe we'll see sone of you
down there. But, again, thanks for comng. W're going to
-- we've got the transcripts -- or we'll have the
transcripts here. W're going to take all this information
into account.

And, again, thanks for com ng.

(Appl ause.)

(The neeting was adjourned at 8:53 p.m)
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PRQIECT, CALI FORNI A

Proj ect No.: 2105
Pl ace: CHESTER, CALI FORNI A
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were held as herein appears, and that this is the original
transcript thereof for the file of the Federal Energy
Regul at ory Conmission, and is a full correct transcription

of the proceedi ngs.

Nancy Pal ner,
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